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The Epiſtle Dedicatory. 


To all impartialand unprejudiced Readers, eſpecially thoſe 
of our Hopetul and Ingenious Nobility, and Gentry. 


Aving, out of Curioſity, for ſome years before the late wonder- 
ful happy Revolmtion, as well as ſince, for the ſatufaition of 


my own Conſcience, carefully peruſed all Treatiſes of any va- 
lue that have been publiſhed of late years concerning the Original, and 
Rights of Civil Government, as well of Monarchy, as the other kinds 
thereof, as alſo of the Antient Government, and Fundamental 
Conſtitutions of this Kingdom , I have found it neceſſary in order 
to my better retaining of what 1 bad read, and making a more certain 
Fudpment thereupon, to commit to writing the moſt conſiderable' Argu- 
ments on both ſides, as well of thoſe who will have Monarchy to be 
Jure Divino, as of thoſe who only allow it to. Government in ge- 
neral ;, of thoſe who hold an Abſolute Subjettion, or Paſſive  Obedi- 
ence (as their Phraſe is) as well as of thoſe who bold Reſiſtance in 
ſome Cafes neceſſary z of thoſe that maintain our Monarchy to have 
been limited, by the very Conſtitution it ſelf, and of thoſe thas ſup- 
poſe all our Rights, and Liberties, nay, the very Being of Parliaments 
themſelves, to owe their Original wholly to the gracious Conceſſiong and 
Favour of our former Kings. Having. made ſome impartial Colle&tions 
of this Nature,l ſhewed them to ſome Friends, who told me they thought 
they might prove of great uſe for the ſatisfying of ſome mens doubts and 
ſcruples concerning Lawful Obedience to the Government of - their pre- 
ſent Majeſties, as looking upon it ,as the beſt and moſt ingenions way of 
Convittion to propoſe the Arguments fairly 01 both ſides,withourt inter- 
poſing my own 7udgment, but to leave it tothe intelligent, and impartial 
Reader toembrace that ſide on which he found the moſt rational ron- 
vincing Arguments : This task,, tho troubleſome enough,1l was prevail'd 
with to undertake, not for Fame's ſake,ſincel do not deſire to be known;but 
meerly for the publick good and happineſs of my Country $ but. betng alſo 
ſatisfied that a Subject of thu great importance deſerved more pairs 
than what Thad yet beſtowed upon it, ' and #0 be handled in a more At- 
tificial Method, than the old dry Scholaſtick-way of Objeftion, and $9: 
lation ; I therefore thought that it would prove more pleaſant, as well 
a profitable for the Readers (eſpecially thoſe of our young Nobility and 
Gent y,for whom I-privcipally deſagn this :\undertaking)ts argeft all thts 1 
bad mritten on theſe Subjelts into ſo many diftintt Dialogyt!,90 Convers' 
ſations, ſuppoſed to be held between two intimate Friends, who,gotwirh=' 
A 2 ſtanding 
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ftanding their different Principles and Opinions in Politic xg, had always 
maintained a ſtrift and generous Correſpondence: But I was the more 
inclined to this way of writing, not only becauſe I have obſerved that 
Controverſial matters written by way of Dialogue, according to the true 
Rules thereof, have very well obtained among all inteliigent Readers, but 
alſo ſince the Subjefts I treat of are of a nice nature, and that the Col- 
letions Thad made contained [{trift Inquiries into the Principles,and Te- 
nets, in the Writings of divers perſons of Reputation for Learning, and 
Ingenuity; 1 was ſenſible how invidious a Tack it muſt be to mrite on 
purpoſe againſt ſo many great men, as alſo how troubleſom and tedions it 
would prove ro my ſelf,as well as the Readers, to purſue and confute the 
Opinions of any Author page by page, ſince it muſt be chiefly imputed to 
that manner of managingofControverſies,that anſwers to Books prove'ſe 
unacceptable to the World. And though I grant that this way of writing 
hath alſo its difficulties &objeftions, as being more diffuſive, and ſo ta- 
king up more time both to write and read Diſcourſes Dialogue-wiſe;where 
either one or other of the Diſputants is often apt to rove from the Sub- 
jets yer 1 muſt alſo affirm, that this may be in great part prevented by 
the Writer, who may. rf he pleaſes, take care ro keep cloſe ro the Que- 
ſtion, and not ſtart afreſh. Hare,till the old one is run down ; and as for 
the diffuſrveneſs of Dialogues above Polemical Diſcourſes, that is no 
conſiderable Objettion, fince a man may either make, or anſwer Obje- 
Fions in almoſt as few words this way as the other, And tho it be 
granted that matters of meer form in Dialogues are more tedious, yet 
rhe Reader, as well as Traveller, will find that the pleaſantneſs of the 
Road often makes amends for its being ſomewhat about, But whether I 
have here truly purſued the Rules of Dialogue in this, and the enſuing 
Diſcoarſes I intend to publiſh on theſe Subjefts, I muſt leave to the 
Readers Fudgment 5 but this much I. think 1 may ſafel; affirm, that T 
have carefully avoided all bitter, and refiefting Language on either ſide, 
fince I deſign theſe Diſcourſes for eommon places of Arguments, not 
forms of Railing: And I have alſo declined ſhewing my ſelf a Party, 
or giving my own Opinion in any Queſtion propoſed, and therefore I 
have not made either of my Diſputants converting each other to his own 
Opinion; ſince 1 know nothing #s more eaſie in writing of Dialogues, as 
well as Romances,than to makg the Knight Errant always beat theGyanr. 
. But it us fit I give you ſome account of this preſent Diſcourſe, as alſo 
of the reſt that may follow it. This firſt Dialogue then ts chiefly on 
this Queſſion; Whether any particular Species of Government is 
of Divine Right, or Inſtitution ? Thenexe ſhall be, Whether there 
can be made out from the natural, or revealed Law of God any 
Succeſſion 
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Sncceſſion to Crowns: by Divine Right? The third und fourth, 
-Whether Paſſive Obedience {as it # calted) or an abſolute Non- 
reliftance of the Supream Powers, in any caſe whatſoever, be en- 
joyned by rhe Law of Nature, and che holy Scriptures ? 4s al/s, 
Whether this hath always beer the Doctrine of our Reformed 
Charch of England ? The fifth concerns the Original of Qivil Au- 
thority, in what ſenſe it is derived from God, and in whar from 
the People, and whether their Conſent be always neceſſary ro 
make any Government to be obeyed for Conſcience fake ? The 
fixth ſhall treat of the Orizzinal, and Fundamental Conſtitution of 
our Engliſh Government, whether ic was 2n abſolure or limited 
Monarchy in its firſt Inſtitution ; and whether the King is, and 
hath ever been the ſole Legiflitive Power of the Nation? The 
ſeventh, Whether the Parliament, or grear Counſel, owe its Ori- 
ginal to the meer Grace, and Favour of our Kinzs, or whether ic 
15 not as Antient as the Conſtitution it ſelf > The eighth and laſt, 
Whether our late Revolution, and the Conventions and preſent 
Parliament's Declaration, and Recognition of their preſent M1- 
jeſties'K. William and Q. Marv, be not Legal, and according to 
rhe Antient Confticution, and Fundamental Government of this 
Kingdom? ard conſequently, Whether the Oath of Allegiance 
may not he taken to tem, not only as King and Queen de Facro; 
but de Fure ? 

[n all which Diſcourſes I have conſidered & contracted the beſt Argu- 
ments that I could find made uſe of by the m"ſt conſiderable both Antient 
& Modern Authors,either inLatine,or Engliſh,eſpecially the Pamphlets 
that have been writ 0n either ſide ſince the late Revolutinn : But as for 
thoſe in our own Language, when-ever any Author ſpeaks ſo well, and. 
argues fo cloſely, that to put 1t into other words would make it worſe, I 
have ſtill put the Arguments of either one, or other of the Diſpatants 
in his own words, tho\,becauſe I would not be thought guilry of Plagiary,l 
have truly quoted the book and page from whence | took it,and I b'pe no: 
Author will take it ill, if 1 have made bold ſometimes to contract their 
Arguments, without altering their ſenſe, or words farther, than by put- 
ting in or out a word or expreſſion to make the ſtyle run the more ſmooth - 
ly,and I deſire they would not think 1 write on purp?/e to confute them, 
fince I freely declare my deſign 1s not to write againſt any -man's Opt- 
ions, as they are his, but only freely to examine them, in order to an 
impartial diſcovery of the Truth and ſince ſome of them may have 
been, perhaps, too commonly, and favourably received by our ordinary 


Gentry and Clergy, if therefore any ingenions perſon will take upon him 
| farther 
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farther to-affert or vindioate any. Ofiniop hete:gueftioned either by.rhe 
one or other 'of our Diſputants, and. will..clearly, \ andi fairly ſhew ie 
where any Argument might have-been put more home; or any Ob- 
jeftion more. ſolidly, anſwered, I ſhall be ſo far from taking it amiſs, that 
[ ſhall rather. give-bim my thanks for bis :pains ; and. dg here farther 
promiſe, to inſert all, or at leajt, the. ſubſtance of: 'his' Arguments wider 
their proper, Heads, with, all due ackaowledgments to their” Author's, 
if. ever theſe Diſcourſes will bear.a ſecond Impreſſion z only 1 deſire him, 
whoſoever be thall beſo far to imitate the Gentlemen who are ſuppoſed to 
converſe in theſe Dialogues, as to farbear all rude Refleftions,and courſe 
Language, otherwiſeT hope they will give-me their-paraorn if 1 only take 
notice of their Reaſons, and paſs by their Paſſion. > , 1; ITE 


Nor would I have any,Candid Reader to ſlight 'the two firſt Dia- 
lognes, becauſe they treat of - Opinions: at preſextiout-of - faſhion: viz. 
The Dt Rik. of Monarchy and Ear from ng Patri- 
archal Power given by God to Adam, ſince you may eaſily remem- 
ber that it 1s not many years ago, : that our Pulpits- and :Prefſes would 
ſcarce ſuffer any other Dottrines either to be Preacht or Publifht, than 
on theſe Subjetts: It faring with ſome Political Opinions, | as -with 
Faſhions, which are never, ſo generally received, and wprn;-" as when 
they. have been in Vogue at Court. Thoſe Divines. aud Lawyers who 
were the Inventers, or new. Vampers of them, commonly reativing . the 
greateſt Rewards and Preferments, who (as the Court-T aylors did 
Faſhions) could invent ſuch Dotrines, and Opinions, as were moſt 
burthenſom, and uneaſie to all ſort of Feogle, except a few Great ones, 
mho were 10 gain by them: and I deſire: you alſo farther ta conſider,that 
hawever odd, or unreaſonable theſe Doftrines may ſeem. to moſt men, 
Jet certainly they muſt have,: at Jeaſs,. 4 great appearance-of Truth, 
fence they were able to captivate the; Reaſons.of the Major\par:t of both 
Houſes of Convocation in the beginning of the Reign of King James 
the Firſt, they then declaring them by fcveral Canons, made on pur- 
poſe,.the only ſure Foundations of all Civil. Amthority,. as. alſo of Qbe- 
dience. thereunto;. as plainly appears hy that late:Treatiſe which gots 
under the name of Biſhop QveraVs Convocation-Book. - 41nd tho' 
neither the King, nor Parliament, then thaught fit to. give thoſe C anons 
the ſtamp of Civil Authority, whereby they might become. Laws: Net 
for. all this, it did not hinder divers Learned, and. Ingenious. men, as 
well of Clergy, as Laity, from embracing theſe Opinions, ſuch as were 
Sir Robert, Filmer,and his Y/indicator' Mr; Bas alſo the moſt Reve- 
rend and Learned Biſhop Sanderſon, with divers. others of note, whoſe 
Arguments 1 have made-uſe of,and conſidered its the tmo firſe Dialogues, 


and 
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and that in 4, way aslittlereflective as poſſubles, ſinze | know what is due 
to the memory and fame dof ſuch great, and worthy Perſons; and there- 
fore; 1 avg only mage uſe of the initial Letters of their Names, wr «ities 
of their Books in the margin, with an Index at the beginning of egch 
Diſcourſe, ſhewing what Bock each mark, does ſignifie 5 which Method [ 
have purſued through all the reſt of theſe Diſcourſes and of what 
not fo markt, I deſire the Reader t01ook upon rhe wordsif not the ſenſe, 
eo be my own ſince I do not pretend to be. an [nventcr of new Notions 
1n'Pulitiths, and'thert is 119 brian more fer ſible than myſelf of that old 
Latine Seutence, Nihil d:RXuth,quodrion diftum prius. 

But tho' I have already iy almoſt all the Diſcourſes, on the Sub- 
j:&ts #bove: mentioned yet am Inot very fond of publifhing them, after ſo 
many feveral Treatiſes that have been written thereon ; tho" my eleſigr 
be:forithe ſaving'of the Reader's nioney rs well as timeto reduce what 15 
material in all of them into > matty £20," Books ; and therefore 1 have 

-a6 preſent publiſhed this firſe Dialiigue\"' as ak Introdattion t1 thereſt, 
that, according to the ſucceſs 1 find this'meets with abroad, 1 may be 
more, orleſs enconraged to proceeds; nor-need it ſgem ſtrange to any conſt- 
dering perſon,that I chuſe rather to,publiſhone Diſcourſe at & timt;ſince 
it is but t00;publick\a-Comp! aint wow- (tree; 4 Commodity Money (as 
well as Paper )1s at this tic. 

And therefore I have given the Prentey Ie: a0; purbitjb che of meſa. Pijcenrſe?. in # 
morth, or oftner, as he fball thirkgozd, fyrce,tam\ſenfobie the greateſt pert, of. comm 
Readers would rather gart with cig it. or ton [lll ings at {9 many og times, then at 
at once ; and have thertih entlegSoured' to 1mitate the Great Onuncil bf 'the Nazion, 
why have thought fit to drotde he prefens Pole: Trx 410 fous quirterly Paymems. ' 

T have but one thing more. to advertiſe the Reader ; 17. Thatnbe tbe Tale of 15k 
Due ene ppg rhomnjndeng whe Grfios of Dc Raphi Þt M: 
rarthg 39} the natural Powers ” Fathers, and Maſters of Families, and Ereemen, are 
here diſtir#ly treated of, and cloſely enquired into. as being the firſt Elembiits; or Prin- 
ciples of all Civil Powers,as thoſe alore out of which they could be at firſt regularly made, 
ard into which they areupon the difſolution of Civil Governments again tobereſolved. 

Ts cor.clude therefore, I hope that the Arguments in this, and 4! the following Diſ- 
ecurſes, may fr:ve ſo plain and eonvincing #0 ul careful, and unprejudiced Readers.that 
they may as eaſily diſcover the Truth, as an honeſt urbyaſs'd Fury-man can at a Tryal 
Judge on which þde the. Righr ener of the Cant ixclin:'s, uponabe bare hear 
the Evidenceon both fides ; nay,even before the Court bqth ſummed it up: Sinceg Ithiniþ, 
:1 way prove'more uſeful; ws well as divertive, ro hear,” or peruſe the Arguments, a 
Keafons,. #n ſhort, ther may be brought on eirber fd?) aud thereon tv pafs aFullgment,, 
than to read over the tedious and Voluminows Deeds,. 8nd Euzdences of the Eſtate in 
queſtion : Bnt on'which fide ſoever you bring in your Verdift, T heartily wiſh that God 
weuld dire your Minds, and gnide y0un Fulgments to find-out and embrace the Truth, 
which as it was the only End of my writing, {ot nog and will be alſo of publiſhing vhis 
and thoſe other Treatiſes, I intend on the Snbje@s T have before mentioned. 


Adieu. 
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Advertiſement. 


Defire always to be underſtood, that when 1 make uſe of 

the word People, 1 do nat mean the wulgar or mixi Mut. 
titude, Þut in theſtate of Nature the whole Body of Free. Men 
and Women, eſpecially the Fathers and Maſters of Families ; 
and in a Civil State, all degrees of. Men, a well the Nobility 
and GEN as the Cenimon People. NS Ie 
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THE 


Firſt Dialogue 
BETWEEN 
Mr. FREEM ANa Gentleman, 


Mr. ME ANVWELL aCGuill Lawyer, 


Suppoſed to be immediately upon the late 
KING ZAMES' firſt Departure. 


Ing. ; ; : , 
M. That is no wonder, if you were acquainted with my 


Hours: But pray Sir, may Inot likewiſe ask you what ex- 
traordinary occaſion brings you out of your Lodgings fo 
much ſooner than your ordinary time ? 

F. Why Sir, I'1] tell ow Being awake very early this Morning, and 
not able co ſleep for thinking on the great Change, that might happen, let 
either the King or Prince get the better : and hearing ſome odd Rumours laſt 
Night of the King's Intentions to go away : I was reſolved to get up, and 
£0 to the Coſfee-houſe, to hear what News ; where I had ſcarce fate down, 
before a Geatleman comes in from Whitehall, and brings us a certain ac- 
count, that the King withdrew himlſeif this Morning between three and 
four of the Clock, no Body knows whither, ( tho' moit believe he is gone 
afrer the Queen into France ) which I thought would be ſo ſurprizing (I 
willnot ſay welcome ) to you, that being ſo near your Lodgings, I thought 
it would be worth while to ſtep up, and tell you of it, and take your 
Thaughts of this great ( and I hope happy )) Change, which ſo great a Revc= 


F. (3 Ood Morrow Sir, what ! at your Study thus early this Morn- 


lution 1s likely to produce in this Nation. 
| ytOP 7 "Y 
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Af, I thank you, Sir, for your kindneſs, tho'it is not ha'f an Hour ago, 
that one Iemploy in ſome Buſineſs relating to + Client of mine; came !1i- 
_ ther, and gave me the fame account that you do, tho' it was no great ſur- 
prizs to me, for ever ſince Su2day that the King ſent the Queen and Prince 
away, I beitey'd thac he gave the Game for loft. 
 _ F. I muſt confeſs I was of another Mind, ard chought that when he ad 

ſecured the Queen and Child, he would ''ave had one Eruſh withthe Prince 
before he could have got to London,and if he had had the worſt of it,he could 
have but gore away at laſt Butto leap away on this Manner, and to looſe 
Three Kingdoms withour ever ſtriking one ſtroke, 1t 1s not, I confeis, ſura- 
_ 9. _ high Charafter his Admurers have always had of his Courage a:1d 

onduct. 

AM. Alas! Good King. what would you have him do? Or whom could 
he relye on? When ſomeof his near Re/atrons, and divers of thoſe whom 
he had raiſed almoſt from nothing had deterted him > How could he rhen 
rruſt an Army of Mercenaries, who being moſt ofthem bur the Drezs ot tie 
People, would, it ts likely, rather have delivered him up to tle Prince, 
than have ventired rthert ! tves for him. 

F. What you have ſaid concerning his Majeſties Relations and Confidents 
deſerting him, makes rather agaiaſt than for the King's Cauſe ; fince it can- 
not be ſuppoſed rhey would have left a Prince to whom they were ſo much 
obliged, to joyn themielves with his Enemy, frora whom they had no reaſon 
ro expect greater Advantages, than they had already, unleſs they had 
been ſatisfied their Conſciences that the Proteſtant Religion Eftablithe in 
theſe Nations, and alto our Civil Rig:rs and Liberties were 1in imminent 
danger of being utterly loft and deſtroyed ; and tho'I grant that ſome of 
the King's Officers. a1 Souldiers-went aver to the Prince ; yer conſidering 


how few they, were, that did fo, not being ( as. Iam credibly mformed } 


above ſeven er eight hundred Menarthe moſt; and what great numbers of 
Men he had lefc with him, he might methinks, have turned out thoſe Ok- 
cers, he ſuſpected, and put others in their Rooms, who would have Engazed 
to Live and Die with him ; ani ifthis would nor have done, he might have 
ſent thoſe Regiments he moſt ſluſpeed back ro Lond:n : And then reckon- 
ing the Scotch and Irifh Borces that came Jarely over, befides the Papiſts he 
had in his Army, ard thoſe who having more Courage, than Conſcience, 
could never expe& ro Figit for a Prince, who wonl4 pay them better: 1 
am confident (if this had been done) he might airer the going over of thoſe 
few Troops, Eave made upas good, if nota better Army than the Princes ; 
and fo need not have ſcampered laſt Week from $alrbury ih that haſte he 
&1d, whilſt the Enemy was near fifry Miles off. Bur as it is, I am very well 
fatisfied with all that hath happen'd m this great Revolution, and con- 
yinced of the Truth of that old ſaying, Qzos perdere wuls Jupiter, demen:at 


f, 
a9 So far I go along with you, that God doth often make uſe of the Wick- 
ednelſs and Treachery of Men, to bring his great Deſigns about : But whe- 
ther God hath ordained this great Revolutron, as you call it, for a Deli- 
verance or Puniſhment to this Nation, I am yet indoubr, for if you pleafe 
w conſider how much thoſe rwo Cauſes have contributed ro this turn of 
Afﬀairs, I ſuppoſe if you argue according to my Principles we muſt own 
that tho' this Change hath happened by Gods permifhye Providence, ( m all 
| nes 
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things elſe tho' never ſo 11] yer whether he doth approve of all that hath 
been dane to procure it, I much doubt ; fince if divers of our Nobility, wirh 
ſome of our Clergy had not quitted their Dofrines of Paflive-Obedience 
and Non- Reſiftance, ſo lang owned by the Church of England, this Revolu- 
rion could not have happened at all, or at leaſt not fo ſuddenly, as it did: 
Sothat indeed I muſt confeſs, I am not only grieved ar his Majcſties hard 
Fortune, bur alſo fland amazed, and cannot but reflect with wonder on the 
ſtrange Vicifitude of Vorldly Afﬀairs, to fee a Great King, who bur laſt 
Week commanded a Powertul Army of more than Forty Thouſand Men 
forced out of his Throne, and made to fly his Kingdom by a Prince thar 
did not bring half that Number into the Field. and who can ſufficiently 
Bewail the King's Misfortunes, who hath beer at once betrayed by the ill Ad- 
vice of his Counſellors, the Treachery of his Friends, and the Cowardice 
of his Souldiers? | 

'F. Methinks Sir, there 1s no ſuch great cauſe of wonder, much leſs of con- 
cern 1a all this: For who can much admire that a Prince ſhould be thus 
uſed, who had not only provok'd a Powerful Enemy to Invade him from 
Abroad, but ( by lnduftriouſly labouring to introduce Popery and Arbi- 
trary Government at Home ) had loſt the Hearts of aimoft all, except his 
Popiſh Subjects, infomuch that many of his own Souldiers were fo rerrifi- 
ed with the Thoughts of being diſcarded ( like the ProteRant Army in Ire- 
land ) to make room for Iriſh and French Papiſts, that they had very little 
Courage to Fight, when they ſaw Caſheering was the beſt Reward they 
could expect, if they proved Victor 10us: And who can much pity a Prince, 
who would rather looſe the Aﬀections of his People, than difpleaſe a few 
Prieſts and Jeſuites : So that if he ſuffers he may thank himſelf; it notbeing 
Religion, but Superſtition, which brought this Misfortune upon him. Since 
the King having got a Prince of ales, and ( as 1t is highly tuſrefted ) join- 
ed himſelf ina ftrict League with France for the Excirpation of Herericks, 1t 
Jaid an abſolute neceſlity upon the Prince of Orange to come over, that by 
the Aſſifance of the States of Holand, he might not only reheve us, bur vin- 
dicate his own, ard her Royal Highneſs his Prince!s's Right to the Succel- 
fion, and ſecure his Countrey from a dangerous and powerful Invaſion, 
whichit was threatned with both by Sea and Land, whenever the Kings of 
France and England ſhou'd be at leiſure rojoin their Forces, ro make War 
upon Hy $ Wb you know all Eurcpe hath expected for above theſe two 

ears laſt paſt. 
; M. Theſe things were ſomewhar, if they could be proved ; but indeed, to 
deal freely with you, Ilook upon this League, and the Stery of the Sup- 
poſicitious Birth of the Prince of Wales, as meer Calumnies caft out by Wick- 
ed and Crafty Men to render the King more odious to his People. 

F. Nay, Sir, you dent hear me poſitively affirm, exther the one or the o-- 
ther ; fince I grant they are not yet made out ; but whoſoever will conſider 
all the Circumſtances of the Byrih of this Child cannot but be ftrongly in- 
clined tro believe it an Impoſture, notwithſtanding all the Depofirzons that 
are taken to the contrary. And as for the French League, you may be 
{ureif there be any ſuch thing,it iskept very private ; and. yet I muſt rell you 
there are very high and violent Preſumptions to believe it true, or elle 
why ſhould the King of France tn a late Memorial to the Pope, complain that 
bis Holineſs by oppoſing bis Intereſt in Europe had hindered him in thoſe Heat. De. 
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fens be bad for the Extirpation of Herefie, by which he muſt ſurely intend 
En:1and or Holland ; Yroteftantilm being ſufficiently expellea our of his own 
Countrey already. And he could not do it in either of the other wirhour 
the Conſent and &fli?ance of his Brother the King of Engl:in4> Or to 
what purpoſe ſhouid rhe King of England joyn with France to rutn Hol- 
land, and his own Son in Law intothe Bargain, bur to makea War meerly 
for Religion ; fince neicher the Dutch, nor the Prince their Stadt-holder, gays 
him tl} now any juſt Frovocation ? ; 

M. Well, however, thele are bur bare ſuſpitions and preſumprtions, at 
moſt, and not proofs; and therefore in a doubrtul marter, as this 1s, 1t 
we ought to judge favoura>ly of the Aftions of others, much more of 
Princes, whole Councils and Actions, tho' private, yer are ft1!] expoled to 
the Centure and Ca'umnies of their Enemies, and therefore I hope you will 
not blame me, if I freely confeſs, that I am deeply concerned ro ſee an In- 
nocent and Mifled King forced to ſeek his Bread 1n a Forreign Land, and tic 
more, ſince many of tiie Nobility, Gentry and Common People have con- 
tributed fo much to it, by taking up Arms againſt him; and that fo great 
2 part of his own Aimy, and Officers ihould contrary to their 4llegrance 
and Truſt repoſed in them, run over to the Enemy. Nay, that ſome of our 
Biſhops and Clergy-men ſhould, contrary to the ſo often acknowledged 
Dodtrines of Paſſive-Obedience and Non Reſiſtance, nor only Countenance, 
but be likewile ative in ſuch deſperate undertakings, and this in direct 
oppoſirion to the known Laws of God and this Kingdom ; which mult 
needs make our Church a Scorn to our Enemies the Papiſts, and a Shame 
and Reproach to all Proteſtant Churches abroad, and render the people of 
Ergland odious to all the Crowned Heads in Eu ope. 

F. Well, Sir, I fee you are very warm, and I hope, more than the Cauſe 
deſerves. You may judge as favourably of the King's Froceedings, and as 
hardly of the Actions of the: Nobility, Gentry, Clergy and People in this 
matter as you pleaſe. But yet Ithink Ican make 1t as clear as the Day, 
that they have done nothing by joining in Arms with the Prince of Oranze, 
but what is juſtifiable by rhe Principles of Selt- preſervation, the Fundamen- 
tal Conſtitutions of the Government, and a-juſt Zeal for their Religion and 
Civil Libertie3,as they ſtand ſecured by our Laws ; unleſs you would give the 
King a Power of making us Papiſts, and Siaves whenever he pleaſed. But as 
'- for your Doctrine of aa Abſolute Obedience without Reſerve, and the Divine 


Right of Monarchy and Succeifion, you neednot be much concerned whether- 


the Papiſts laugh at you-orno, fince there are very few of them (if any | wha 
are ſuch Foo!s themſelves as to believe luch' futiious Opinions. Burt indeed 


they. have more reaſon to laugh at you whilſt you maintatn, than when you: 


quit them ; ſince as-they have only rendered you a fit Object of their Scorn, 
{a they would have made you but a more eafie Sacrifice totheir Malice: - For 


whatcan T hieves defire more, than that thoſe they defign to Rob, ſhould 


think it unlawful to refiftthem > And what could the Papiſts have wilkt for 
more, tha.- that our Hands being; fettered by-this Doctrine of an Indefinite 
Peſſive-Obedience, our L1ves, Religion and Liberties ſhould lye at their 
Mercy >: Which how long we ſhould have enjoyed, whenever they thought 
themſelves ſtrong enough to take rhem away, the late cruel Perſecutions, and 
Exrirpations of the Proteſtants in France, Savoy, Hungary, and other places 


have proved but.too fatal Examples, and therefore no wonder ( let your - 
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high-flown Church-men write or preach what they pleaſe ) if-the Body of 
the Novility, Gentry, and People of Englani could never be perſwaded to 
ſwallow Dottrines fo fatal to their Religion, and deſtructive to their Civil 
Rights and Liberties both as Men and Chriſtians. 

And as for the Antiquity cf theſe Dodrines, I think they are fo far 
from being ths Antient Teners oi the Church of Enzlanl, that they are nei- 
ther to bs found in its Carechitm, Thircy Nine Arccies, or Book of Homi- 
leg, takea in their truz Senſe and Meaning; tho indeel] there is ſomething 
that may tend thar way in ſom2 of the late Church Canons about fifty years 
ago, but I do nat look upon them as the Antient Eſtabliſht Dofrine of our 
Church, be:auſe theſe Canons are not confirmed, but condemned by two 
Acts of Parliaments, and conſ:quently never legally Eftablithed as they 
ought to be by the publick Sanction of the King and Nation : 

Our old Queen Eliz. Divines, ſuch as Bilhop Bilſon and Mr. Vide Bilſon of 
Hooker being wholly 1gnorant of theſe Doctrines, nay, teach- Chriſtizn Sub- 
ing 1n ſeveral places of their Writings the quite contrary. jeFion, E 77t. 
Nor was this Doctrine of abſolute Subjection, and Non-Re- 1586. p. 279, 
fiſtance ever generally maintained, until about che middle of 280. 

King F4mes's Reign, when ſome Court Bithops and Divines 
began to make new Diſcoveries in Politicks as well as Divi- 
nity, and did by their Preaching and Writings afticm that the. 
King had an abſolute Power over Mens Eſtates, fo that it was 
unlawful in any Cale co diſobey or refiſt h1s Perſonal Com- 
mands, if they were not directly contrary to the Law of God, as may ap- 
pear by Dr. Harſne: then Biſhop of Chicheſter,his Sermon upon this Text,Grve 
unto Cxſar the thinzs that are Czlar's, wherein he maintained, Thar. all the 
Subjes Goods and Money were Czſar's, that 1s, the Kings, and therefore were 
not to be denied him if he demanded them for the publick ufe ; which Ser- 
mon, ( tho order'd by the Lords and Commons to be Burnt by rhe Hang- 
man) yet was (o grateful to the Court, that he was fo far from being out of 
Favour for it, that he was not long after Tranſlated co N:rw:ich, and from. 
thenceto the Archbiſhoprick of Tk. So likewiſe abour the beginning of the 
Reign of King Charles the Firſt, Dr. Manwaring preached be- 

fore him, the ſubtance of whoſe Sermon was ſomewhat R. H. C. p. 
higher than the former. ( viz ) That the King was not 60x. 

bound by the Laws of the Land, not to impole Taxes or 

Subſidies withour rhe Conſent of Parliament, and that when they were fo 
impoſed, the SubjeRts were obliged in Conlctence, and upon pain of Dam-. 
nation to pay them; which if they refuſed to do they were guilty of Diſloy- 
alty and Rebeliion. For which Sermon he was Impeacht by rhe Commons 
in Parliament 4. Car. I. and thereupon Sentenced by the Houſe of Lords. to. 
be diſabled to hold or receive any Eccleſiaſtical Living, or Secular Ofze 
whatever, and alſo to be Impriloned, and Fined a Thouſand Pound. Not- 
withflanding all which, we find him preſently after the Par- 

liament was diſſolved, not only at liberty, bur alſo preſen- 1b. .635. 

ted by the King to a Rich Benefice in Eſſex, and not long af- | 

ter made Biſhop of St. Dzvids. So likewiſe one Dr. Sibrhorp about the ſame 
tim? preached an AfſiZe Sermon at Northampton, on Rom. 13. 7. wherein he. 
maintained much the like Dottrines, as that it was the King alone thar. 


made the Laws and thatnotmung could excuſe froman ative Obedience = 
Atv: 


Hooker's Ec- 
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his Commands, bur what is againſt the Law of Ged and 
Vide Archbiſhep Nature: And that Kings had Power to Jay Pole Money up- 
Abbot's Narra- on their Subjefts Heads. Bur this much I have read, that 
zive, R. H. C. this Sermon was Licenſed by Dr. L1ud then Biſhop of <r. 
p. 434 Davids, becauſe Archbiſhop Abbor had refuſed to do 1t as 
contrary to Law, for which he was very much frowned 
upon at Court, ard it is|uppoſed to have been cre of the mein cules of his 
Suſpenſion from his Arch- Epiſcopal Juriſeifticn, which nor long after hap- 
pened.But as for this $i# hcrp, tho he lived long aft er,(even tiil the Kings Re- 
turn) ye: being ( as Archbiſhop Abbot Celcrites him ) a man of but ſmall 
Learnirg, 1carnor learn that he was ever preferred higher than the Parion- 
ages of Brach!cy. and in Northamptonſhire. ; Te 
But I find a New Do&trine broach'd by ſome Modern Biſhops and Divines 
about. the nuddle of the Reigy of Kirg Fames the Firſt, That Monarchy was 
of Divine Right, c& Infiitucjon at leaft; fo that any other Government was 
icarce warrantable or lawtul ; and of this New Sect we muſt more eſpectaliy 
rake notice of Sir R. F. who hath written ſeveral Treatiles to prove this Do- 
&rine, and which 1s worſe, That all Monarchs being Ablolute,they cannot be 
. limited or obliged either by Oaths,Laws or Contracts with 
F.P.c. 3-$7,8. their People,farther then theythemlelves ſhall think fir, or 
confiſtent with their furpoſed Prerocgatives ; of which they 
only are to be the Sole Judges : Sothat whoever will but conſider from the 
Reign of our four laſt Kings, wha ſtrong Inclinations they had to render 
themſelves Abſolute, and that few Divines, or Common, or Civil Lawyers 
were preferr'd in their Reigns to any conſiderable Place, 
See Cowel's In- eitherin Church or State, who cid not maintain theſe 
terpreter Titles New Opinions both onthe Bench and in the Fulpit : You 
King, Parliament, need not wonder when the Stream af Court Preferment 
Prerogative. ran ſo ſtrong that way, if ſo many were carried away with 
: it ; ſince 1t was but to expoſe themſelves tocertain mule- 
ry, if not to utrer ruin, tooppugn it. All whooffered by Speaking or Wri- 
ting to maintain the contrary, being branded with the odious Names of Puri- 
trans, Common- Wea]ths-men, Whigs, &c. ſome of whom you may remem- 
ber were not ]lorg fince Impriſoned, Fined, nay, Whiptfor ſo dcing So that 
it was no wonder if there were but very few te be found who durft with to 
great hazard ſpeak what they thoughr, nor cauld any thing but the Imminent 
danger upon our Laws, Rejigion and Properties, proceeding from the Kings 
Iltegal pratices have opened the Eyes of a great many Noblemen, Gentle- 
men and Clergy, who contrary to the Opinions ſo much late:y in vogue, 
did generouſly venture both their Lives and Eftates, to joyn their Arms 
with the Prince of Orange againft the King's unjuſt and violent Proceed- 
10g5. 
M. I do not doubt, notwithſtanding all you have faid, to prove before 
I have done, theſe DoGrines of Nan: reſiſtance. and of the Divine Inftitu- 
tion of Monarchy to be raoft conlonant ro the Word of God, ard to the 
Doctrine of the Primitive Church, and alſo to that of our Reformed Church 
of Engl.Nor were thoſe Divines you mention in K. Fames the Firft's rime, the 


Authors or Inventers of theſe Dottrines which were publickly- received, * 


and decreed by both Houſes of that Convocation which began in tke firſt 


year of K. Fames, and continued till the year 1610. as appears by divers Ma- | 


nuſcript 
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nuſcript Copies of the As or Decrees of this Convocation, the Original 
of winch was lately in the Library founced by Dr Coufim late Biihopof Dur- 
ham, beſides a very fair Copy, now to be ſeen in the Archbiſhops Library 
at Lambeth : which if you pleaſe to peruſe, you may be quickly ſarisfied rhar 
the Church of England ( long betore ever Sir R. F. writ thole Treatiſes you 
mention |) held that Civil Power was given by God to Adam and Noah, and 
their Deſcendants, as alſo that abſolute ſubjetion and obedience was due 
to all Soveraign Powers, without any reſiſtance ; as claiming under rhote 
Original Charters: Theſe Doctrincs being rhere fully and plainly laid down 
and afferred, as rhe Dottrines of our Church : So that you deal very urjuft- 
ly wich the memory of thoſe Divines, as alſo of Sir R. F. to make them the 
firit broachers of it, whereas you may find that it was the opinion of the 
whole Convocation, for many years before ever thoſe Divines, or that 
Gen:leman began to Preach, or write upon tis ſubject ; Nor were thele 
the only men who maintained theie Principles, but Archbuthap #fher 
and Eiſhop Sanderſon, ( whom I tuppoſe you will not reckon among your 
farrering Court Biſhops) have as learnedly and fully afſerred thoteDoctriaes, 
you {omuch condemn, as any of that party you find fault with, and have 
very w-1l prove4 all reſiſtance of the Supream Powers to be unlawful, nor 
only in abſolute but limited Monarchies. Of the Truth ot which you may 
ſufficienrly ſatisfie your ſelf, if you will but take the Pains toread the Learn- 
ed and Elaborate Treaties written by thoſe good Biſhops, ( viz.) The 
Lord Primate #fher's Power of the Prince, and Obcdience of rhe Subject, 
and the Biſhop of Lincoln's -Preface before it, as alſo the ſaid Biſhop's Trea- 
tiſe de Furamento, wricten whilft he was D&tor of the Chair in Oxford. 

F. I muſt beg your pardon, Sir, if I have never yetſeen or heard of that 
Convocation Book you mention, muct leſs of the opinions therein con- 
tained, fince there isno mention made of their proceedings, inany Hiſtory 
or Record of thoſe times either Ecclefraſtical or Crvil, as I know of. Bur 
this much Iam certain of ; Thar theie Determinations or Decrees you men- 
ton, { call them which you pleaſe ) never received the Royal aflent, much 
leſs the confirmation of the King and Parliament, one of which (it not both) 
is certainly requiſite to make any opimioneither in Doctrine or Diſcipline to 
berecaved by us Lay-men for the Doctrine of the Church of England, other- 
wife the Canons madein 1640 would oblige us in Con'icience, ctho' they 
{tand at this day condemned by A of Parhamenrt: fo that however, even 
according toyour own Principles, you cannot urge this Baok as the Autho- 
ritarive Doctrine of the Church of England, unleis their Determinationshad 
received the Royal Afﬀent : which yon your [elf do notaffirm they had. for 
you very well know that, asin Civil Laws, no Bill is any morethan waſte 
Farchment if once the King hath refuſed to give his Royal Afent roir,ſo like- 
wie in Spiritual or Eccleſiaſtical matters, 1 rhink no Decreesor Derermina- 
tions of Conyocations are to be received; as binding either m points of 
KFairh or Manners by us Lay-men, till they have received the confirmatian 
of the King, and the two Houſes of Parliament ; or otherwiſe the conte- 

uence would be, that if the King who hath the nomination of all the Bi- 
opricks and Deaneries,as alſo of moſt of the great Prebendaries in England, 
of which the Convocation chiefly confifts, ſhould nominate ſuch men into 
thofe places, which wou!d agree with him to aker the preſenc eftabliſhr 


Reformed Religion and Government, and to bring in Popery or Arbitrary 


Power 
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Power, the whole Kingdom would be obliged in Conſcience to embrace it, 
or- atleaſt to ſubmit without any contradiction, to thoſe Canons the King 
and Convocation ſhould thus agree to make, which of how fatal a conſe- 
quence it might prove to the Reformed Religion in this Kingdom, this Kings 
choice of Biſhops and Deans, ſuchas he thought moſt fir for his turn, would 
have taught us when it had been too late. 

M.-You very much miftake me'Sir, if you believe that I urge the Autho- 
rity of this Book to you, as containing any Ecclefiaſtical Canons, which 
I grant muſt have the Royal Afſent, but whether rhat of the two Houſes 
ot Parliament, I very much queſtion, fince the King without the Parliament 
is Head of the Church, and civerſe Canons made under Queen Elizabeth, 
and King Fames are good in Law atthis day, tho' they were never cornfirm- 
ed by Parliament. Burt I only urge the Authority of this Book to you, to 
let you ſee that theſe Doctrines are more Antient then the time you pre- 
{cribe,and alſothat the Major part of the Biſhops and Clergy of the Church of 
Englznd,held theſe Doctrines which you ſo much condemn,long before thoſe 
Court Biſhops or Divines you mention, medled with this controverſie, 
and I ſuppoſe we may as well quote ſuch a Conyocation Book, as a Tefti- 
moiny as their ſenſe upon theſe ſubjets, as we do the French, Helverian, or 
any other Proteſtant Churches Confeſſions of Faith, drawn up and paſſed 
in Synod of their Divines, tho' without any cor:firmation of the Civil 
Power. 

F, If you urge this Convocation Book only as a Teftimony, and not Au- 
thority, i ſhall not contend any farther about it, but then let me tell you, 
that if the Canonsor Decrees of a Convocation, though never ſo much con- 
firmed by King and Parliament, dono farther cblige in Conſcience, than as 
they arcagreeable to the Doctrine of the Holy Scriptures, ſure their deter- 
minations without any ſuch Authority can only be look'd upon as the Opi- 
nions of ſo many particular private Men. And tho'I have a very great Re- 
verence for the Judgmeats of ſo many Learned Men ; yet granting thoſe Do- 
&rines you mention to be contained in this Book, 1 think notwithRanding, 
that we may juſtly examine them according to the Rules of Reaſon, and ex- 
preſs Teſtimonies of Scripture, by either of which, when 1 ſee you can con- 
vince me of the falſhood of my Tenets, I ſha!l counr my ſelf happy to be 
better informed. Bur as for thoſe Treatiſes of Biſhop #fh:r, and Biſhop 
Sanderſon which you now mention'd, I muſt needs confeſs they are learned- 
ly andelaborately written, and tho' I am agaiaft Rebellion as much as any 
man, and do believe that ſubjects may too often be guilty of it, yet am I 
not therefore convinced that 1t 18abſolutely uni/awful in all caſes whatſo- 
ever, even in the moſt AbſoJute and Arbitrary fort of Civil Government, 
for the People when violently and 1ntolerably oppreft, to take up Arms and 
refift ſuch unjuſt violence, or to join with any Forreign Prince who will be 
ſo generous as to take upon him their deliverance. So that though [ freely ac- 
knowledge that thoſe good Biſhops you mention, were very ious and Learn- 
ed men, and that I bear great reverence to their memories, yet doth it not 
therefore follow, that I muſt own them to be Infallible, or asgreat Poli- 
titians as they were Learned Divines ; or that they underſtood the Laws of 
Englend as well as they did the Scriptures or Fathers;and perhaps there may 
bea great deal more ſaid on their beha}fs than can be tor divers others, who 
have fihce Written and Preacht fo much upon thoſe ſubje&ts, for if a 
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pleaſe to confider the times of their wri:ing thoſe Treatiſes, you will find 
them written about the beginning or middle of the late Civil Wars, which 
they ſuppoſedto be begun and carried on contrary to all Law and Jſtice, 
under the pretended Authority of the two Houſes of Parhament againft 
King Charles the Firſt ; and therefore it is no wonder if they thought them- 


ſelves obliged to write very high, for the Prer-gatives and Rights of Princes, 


and the abſolute obedience of (ubjeRs: when they ſaw evea theKings juſt and 
lawful Prerogatives in danger to be takea from him by force. And altho' 
they may perhaps firetch ſeveral of theſe points too far, yet this may be 
very excuſeable, fince itis a hard matter to write ſo exactly againſt ary 
error as not to fall into the contrary extream, which nevertheleis may 
fometimes prove uſeful enough : As thoſe who would fer a ſtick ſtrarg*t 
are forced to bend it to the other fide : and fo theſe Dattrines which rmighr 
then be ſcaionable, whilft the People carried on their amimoſities againft 
the King, farther than in Juſtice rhey ought, have not now the ſame rea- 
ſon and cogency when this King hath ſo manife'tly endeavoured topull up 
the very foundations .both of our Religion and Government. So that Iam 
perſwaded, could thoſe good Biſhops have lived by the courſe of Natureto 
our times, and have ſeen the ill and fatal uſe hath been made of thoſe 
Dottrines by thoſe in Power, they would either abſolutely have renounc'd 
them. or atleaſt have been very cautious how they publiſh't tuch doubrful 
opintons tothe World. "= 

M. Imuft beg your pardon Sir, if I am not of your opimon, for I look 
upon the abſolute ſubjeCtion of the ſubjects ro the higher or ſfupream Powers 
tobe a thing of ſuch conſtant and eternal obligation, that no change of times 
or circumſtances can ever diſpenſe with us in, or diſcharge us from it; and 
I am ſo far from believing that thoſe good Biſhops would ever have recant- 
ed their opinions in this particular, that had they lived until thus time, I 
think they could not, without the imputarion of time ſervers, haveforborn 
publickly to declare and maintain them : for ſure we muſt not deny orlay 
aſide true Principles, becauſe of fome inconveniencies or hardſhips 
that may thereby happen to our Religion, Perſons or Civil Liberties, 
fince that were the ready way to give a Licence to the rankeit Rebellion, and 
the higheſt diſobedience to the Supream Powers, for fo the Primitive Chri- 
ſtians mighr have claimed a right to rebell againſt the Heathen Emperors, 
pretending they were not bound to ſubmit themſelves unto them, becauſe 
they perſecuted Gods Church, and put the Chriſhans to death for no 
other reaſon than that they were ſuch. Whereas we may plainly ſee St. 
Peter and St. Paul teach us another leflon, and command abſolute ſub- 
jefFion without reſerve to the higher Powers, which were thenth? tyran- 
nical perſecuting Emperors, and that the Primitive Chriſtians who 1mme- 
diately followed the Apoſtles, underftood them in this ſenſe ; and altho' . 
they had ſufficient ſtrength, yer thought it unlawfal to refiſt thoſe Heathen 
Emperors under which they liv d. 'I refer youto that vaſt treaſure of Quo- 
tations, out of the Fathers and Antient Church Hiſtorians. colle&ted with 
_ learning and induſtry by the Lord Primate #/fber 1n the ſecon d Trea- 
tile. | 
_ F.Itis not my intention Sir,at preſent to fall into a ſevere examination of 
io many rexts of Scripture and Quotations of Fathers and other Authors, as 


are made uſe of by thoſe Learned men you lately mentioned, which require 
C more 
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= 07 prooemene ag our there prog will non font. eraſure che baſs 
m I can propoſe to you for the true Ig, 2 anding this 
Noble Controverſte, were firft to look into the Natural 'ſtace-of Mankind, 
after the Fail of Adam, and erquire, Firſt, If Ged has appointed any kind -of 
Government by Divine Inftituston before anotiter. . Secondly, If he hasnor; 
how far Civilpower may be boktupon es from God, and m what þ 
as deriv'd from the people. Thirdly, VVhether Refiſtance by the Subjects, 
am ſome Cales. be iacompatible and a'>folutely deſtruive to all Civil Ga- 
vernment whatioeyer, Fourch/y, Whether ſuch Reſiſtance be abſolutely 
contrary to the Doctrine of Chriſt confam'd 3n the Scryprures, and thar af 
the Primitive Church purſuant - thereunto. Fifth.'y, Whether ſuch Reflt- 
ance be contrary to the Conſtiturion of this Government, and the expreſs 
Lawsof the Land. Sixt5!y, Whether what has ben done by the Prince of 
Orzxge, and thoſe of tie Nobility, Gentry, fc. mm purluanceof theſe Prin- 
Gples, hasbeen done a-cording to the Law of Nature, the Scriptures, and 
Anctent Confitutwnsof rhis Kingdom ; which material Potnts, if we can 
once fertile, andifover where the Truth lyes, it will prove the clearet 
Cemmenr and beſt mrerprecativn of all thaſe places of Scripture, and Quo- 
ctzons of Fathers, and other Authors which are Cited by Divines or other 
Wreuers, : for the Doctrines of - the, Divine Inſtitution of. Monarcty, and tie 
Abglate SubjeRion of Sulyefts without any Refitance. For when, wehave 
once d1icovered what the Law of Nature or right Reaſon dictates ; 1 think 
we may re? fatisfy'd chat that ts the rrue Sente of the Scripture : Gad nor 
having givenus any Preoept or Gormmand, mm Moral, or Practical things, 
that can be comcary to the Law'of Nature or Rean ; or incompatible with 
the happimeſsand welfare of Mankind an this Life ; as the Reveal'd, Will of 
God does chrefly regard that which is cocome. - 


: Af. Ido very well approveiof your Propoſal, and therefore pray give me 


#1 your Opinion en thofe Heads, that I may {ee how far 1 may agree with 
you, and wherein I uſt differ from you ; for 1 doatfure; you my lnteaion 
not roargue with you meerly for diſpares ſake, butthat we may correct 
tixe Errors of each others underſtanding, end diſcover, 4t1tbe poſitble, where 
the Trath iyes ; therefore pray Sr, begin firft with the Natural fate of Man- 
kmd, bur renember todo it hike a Ghraftian, and one that believes thar we 
areal} deriv'd from one firſt Parem., and that we did not at firſt {pring up 
ref ithe Earth hike Muſhrooms, or as the Men whom Quad feigns to have 
nproducid of the Dragons Teeth C adm 1s feigned-to have town, who 
ab200n WUET ſprung eur efthc Earth, immediately fella Fighting and Ktill- 
mgicach'other.” | © 0612s : \ 
F. 1 thank yon Sir for your honeſt and kind edvice, and-ſhall therefore 

1m the /irft place ſuppoſe, that the neoefiity as well as being of all Civil Ge- 
verrimenm. proceeded from the Fall of #dam, finceafthathad not been, we 
had Rilliiv'd as the Boers fancy Men did under the -Golden Age, without 
any Bead bf Kings er Gormon-wealths 'to make Laws againſt Oppreſion, 
rt, y, Morder, and-thofe ether Injuries which Men are.now too 
ax thiskapled"corrnpt ttate- to. commir - againſt ;,gach other, much leſs 
would there have been any need of Judges or Executioners, either to ſen- 
terice'or pun fort Man had continued as-free from Sin as he 
was in Paradiſe, 'there could bave been no need of a Supream Coerctye 
Power, fince eyery Man would haye perform'd his Duty towards God __ 


UMI 


UMI 
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his Neighbour without any puniſhment or conſtraint. So that all the Au- 
thority that can be ſuppos'd could have been then neceflary for the Good and 
Happineſs of Mankind, would have been no more than that of the Hut 
band over his Wife, or that of Parents over their Children, the former of 
which would not have been an Ablolute Ceercive power neither, bur rather 
ſucha power as his underſtanding then had over the infertour Faculties of 
his Soul, join'd with a voluntary ſubmiſſion of hey will io his, the Coercive pow- 
er of the Husband, and his more adbfolute Rule over her being conterr'd by 
God on A1am, and in htm onal} his poſtertty after the Fall, tor the reguia- 
ting and reſtraming the unreaſonable defires and pailions of the Woman, 
which then began to exert and thew themſelves tn her ; and as for paternal 
Authority, that would have been fo far from being Coerctve, that Chi'dren 
having no Inclination to di{ordereitter in their Wills, Appetites or Paſlions, 
there would have been lo lictle need of pumithments, that they wouid nor 
have required ſo much as reproof or correction: God having planted the 
Laws of Nature or Reaſon in every Mans Breaſt, then tree from Rebelitzous 
Motions againft it ; fo that Children then could have had no more to Go, 
than to pay their Parents all that Gratitude. Duty and Obedience which 
was duetothem asthe ſubordinate Caules of their Being, which could on- 
ly confiit in performing thoſe indifferent things, which they then would 
have had occaſion rocommand them, ſince Mankind being Immortal, and 
the Earth bringing forth ofit ſe|fall Neceſfaries for Humane Lite, there could 
have been no occaſion of attending and relieving ther Parents when Sick, 
Old or Decrepit, and unable to keep themſelves ; and ſo hkewiſe upon the 
{ame grounds all other Men would have been equal by Nature, in reſpe& of 
any civil difference ; for when there was no neceſflity of Mens Service, there 
would have been nodiſtinion berween Mafter and Servant : But after the 
Fall, the ftate of Mankind was altered, and Self-love, and the defire of Self- 
preſervation grew ſo ſtrong and exorbitant above all Natural Equaty, that 
the inordinate paſſions of Men blinding their Reafons. they began ro think 
they had aRighrt not only to the Neceffaries of Life, but tro whatever their 
unruly Appentes defired, or that they thought they could make themſelves 
Maſters of To remedy which Inconveriences, I ftuppoſe the Fa:hers and 
Maſters of Families, and other Freemen (in whom alone then refided that 
lrtle Government that then was in the Wcrld ) were forced after ſome 
time to agree upon one or more Meninto whoſe hands they mightrefign all 
ther parti-ular powers, and to make Laws for the due Governing and Re- 
ſtraining thoſe diſorderly Appetites and Paſſions, and alſo endowing them 
with a tufficient Authority to put them in Execution: But which of the Go- 
vernments now extant, or that have been formerly, were Pnor in Nature, 
I think cannot well be known ; whether 1t wasa Monarchy, or an Ariftocra- 
cy, confifting of allthe Heads or Fathers of Families, or Freemen, is not 

material, ſince the SS. are filent m 1t; bur it being ſufficient to fuppoſe, 
that it was at firſt begun by the perſwaſion or mediation of ſome one or 
more Wile and Vertuous perions, and was conſented to by rhe whole num- 
ber, confiſting of many Families, who werefenfivle of thoſe great Inconve- 
niences and Miſchiefs they lay under for want of Civil Government. Bur 
be it which way it will, 'tis moſt certain that it was principally imrended by 
God, for the Good and Preſeruation of the Governed, and not for the 
Greatneſs or Advantage of the mr Perfons appointed to Govern, | firice 
| 2 God 
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God defigned all Civil Government for the reftraining of Mans inordinate 
Faſſions and Luſts after the Fall, and Jramurng tufficient rewards and 
puniſhments, that Peace and Happineſs which could now no longer be ob- 
rained by Mens Natural Inclinations tothart which was equitable and honeft ; 
and befides, it is abtoJutely impoſſible to ſuppoſe, that any great number of 
people nor preſſed by the Invaſion of a powerful Enemy from abroad 
( which could not be ſuppoſed in this early &ge of the World ) would ever 
-- be brought ro conſent to pur themſelves uncer tt.e abſolute power of others, 
but for their own gteater Good and Preſervation, or to part with their Na- 
tural Liberty without advantaging themſelves at ally the Charge. 

A. 1 will not take upon me to aſſert after what manner Mankind would 
Eave been governed in cale our Firſt Parents had continued 1in their Primi- 
tive ſtate of Innocercy. Butthis much I think I may boldly affirm in op- 
poſition to what you have already ſaid, that Civil Government after the 
Fall was not alike 1n all the Fathers and Maſters of Families, but that Adam 
alone was by God endued with it, as the great Father and Monarch of Man- 

kind ; ſo that not only Civil Power, in genere, but in 
R. F. A. M M. ſpecie, ( viz) Monaschical, was immediately after the 


fp. 254, 255. Creation conterred by God upon him. Ard Adam was 
Monarch of the whole World even before he had any 
Subjects. 


F. Sir, not to interrupt you, it ſeems ſomewhat hard to conceive how 
Adam could be a Father betore he had Children, or a Monarch before he 
had Subjects. : 

AM. 1t you pleaſe to conſider it, you will find no abſurdity at all in this 

Afertion. For though I confeſs there could be no attual 
Ibid. Government without Subjects, nor Fatherhood witkhour 


Sons ; yet by the Righr of Nature it was due to Atam to 


be Governour of the World, when as yer he hadneither Sons, nor Subjects, 
to thoughnot in act, yet ar leaſtin habit, or in Potenzza ( as they ſay in the 
Schools ) Alam was a King, and a Father, from his Creation, and even in 
the ſtate of Innocency, he had been Governour over his Wife and Children; 
for the Integrity, or Excellency of the Subjects doth rot rake away the Or- 
der, or Eminency of the Governour : For Eveivas ſubject to Adam before 
he finned, and the _ who are of a moſt pure Nature, and cannot Sin, 
ere yet Subje&s to God, and perform all his Commands: Which will ſerve 
to cenfute what you ſay in derogation of Civil Government, or Power, 
that it was introduced by S1n, or the Fall of Man. Government, I grant as 
ro coattive Power wasnottill after Sin, becauſe Ccatticn ſuppoſeth ſorre 
diſorder which was not in the ftate of Innocency ; but as for direftive Go- 
vernment, the State of Humane Nature requires it ; fince Civil Society can- 
not be imagined without a Power of Government. For although as long 
as Men continued in the State of Innocency, they might not need the dt- 
rection of Adam in thoſe things that were neceſſarily and morally to bedone. 
| Yer things indifferent that depended meerly on their Free-will, might well 

be directed by Adam's ſole Command. 220 
F. Pray, Sir, give me leave to ſettle this Pcint between us, before you 
proceed farther, and I doubt not when you better conſider what I ſay, you 
will not think we have any juſt occaſion to difter. So far then you and 1 
are agreed, that even before the Fa)l, Adam was lupertor over his Wife m 
Chil- 


Ut 
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Children, and that they owed him, not only Gratitude and Reſpe&, asa 
Parent, but alſo Obedience in all indifferent things : Yet I deny that this 
Power or Superiority of Adam over his Wife and Children, was at alla Deſ- 
potical or Civil Power, but meerly Oeconomical, for the Good and Con- 
venience of 414m, and the well-ordering and preſervacion of his Family ; 
which you will eafily grant, if you pleaſe ro conſider whar are the Eſſential 
Differences of Civil Government from Oeconomical. Now the Effential 
Propertiesof Civil Government confiſt in prelerving and defer:ding the Sub- 
jets, bothin War and Peace, from Forreign Enemies, and Inte{tine Ir;ju- 
ries, and \nvaſions of Mens Perſons or Properties, and 1n revenging and 
puniſhing all ſuch Tranſgrefſions by Death, or other Pumthmenrs, and con- 
tequently in making Laws concerning Property, and for reſtraining all 
Robberies, Murders, and the like. Now, inthe ſtate of Innocency there 
could beno need of any of theſe Eſſential Functions of Civil Power; for 
your ſelf muſt grant, that Man was then not apt to Sin, and Immoreal ; fo 
that all lawsabour Peace or War, Punithmeats of Offeaces, publick Judg- 
ments concerning Meum, & Tuum, and all Injuries, were ablolutely need- 
lets, and had never been in Nature, if Adam had not finned ; and then how 
you can call rhis Authority, or Superiority ( which I grant Adam had 
over his Wife and Children) Civil Power, I can by no means under- 
ftand. 

But I do utterly deny that even after the Fall, Adam was a - Monarch, - or 
Sole and :bſolute Lord over the whole Earth, and all Creatures: therein 
contained ; and defire you to give me ſuch plain proots of it, either from 
Reaſon, or Scripture, that I need no more doubt of it, than your 
{eif. 
M. Ifſhall, firſt of all give you an Argument drawn from the reaſon of 
the thing. and in the next place, the Authority of Scripture, for my Opini- 
on: and firſt, I think 1t 1s evident that every Man that 1s Born, is ſo far trom 
being Free, that by his very Birth he becomes a Subject of him that begers 
him ; andeven Grotius himſelf acknowledges that, Generatione Tas acquiri- 
tur in liberos, Andindeed, the Actof Begerting, being that which makes 
a Man a Father. his Right ota Father over h1z Children, can Naturally a- 
riſe from nothing elſe ; and the ſame Author in another place hath theſe 
words upon the Fourth Commandmeat, Parentum nomine, qui naturaies ſunt 
Magiſtratus, etiam alios Refores par eft intelligi, quyrum authoritas Societatem 
humanam continet : And it Parents be natural Magifrates, Children muſt 
needs be Born Natural Subjects. So that, not only Adam, bur the ſucceed- 
ing Patriarchs had, by Right of barherhood, Regal Authority over their 
Children, as may appear dy divers Teſtimonies out of Scripture, and there- 
fore it is very reaſonable that a!l Fathers ſhould have a Power over the 
Livesof their Children, tince 1t 1s trothem that they owe their Life, Eeing 
and Education ; and 1 think tiat even the Power which God himſelf exer- 
ciſeth over Mankind 1s by Right of Fatherhood. : 

F. Before you come to Scripture, give me leave, in the firſt place to exa- 
mine your firſt Argument, which you deduced from the Law of Nature or 
Reaſon : For I doubt, if you pleaſe better to conſider of it, you will find that 
ſo light and tranfitory an Action, as that of Generation, cannot give any 
Man an abſolute Property and Dominion over the Perſon and Life of thoſe 
whom he Begets; fince few Men do principaty intend the giving of a Being 

tg 


14 Bibliotheca Politica. 
te anoiher, ſo much as they do their cwn pleaſure, in that Aﬀiom ; nor 
do we owe our Lives, properly ipeaking. to our Parents, but ro God, who 
is the true an4ortginal Caute of our Being, thoug!t 1t 15 true, he makes uſe 
of our Parents as Phyſical, though not: as Moral Means or Inftruments for 
that end; ſince ir doth not lye 1n their power to hinder rheir Generating of 
Children, 1ichey pertorm the Acts neceſſary thereunto; fo that both the 
ancecedent ani the coniequent are altogether talle, v/x. That Parents give 
their Children, Litzand Bering, and that therefore they have an abſolute 
power over their Lives and Ferions ; which if ur were true, would give the 
Mother an equal Title to the Lives of the Children, as the' Father, ſeeing 
they owe their Lives as much to the one asthe other : Which power inthe 
Mother, I am fure you will not admit of. But as for wiat you fay concern- 
ing the power of rathers, arifing from Education, though I confels that 1s 
a much better Title than the other: Yet doth 1: not follow, that, becaule 
by real2n of my Parents care of me before I wasable to help my telf, I owe 
my preſervation and well-being to them; that theretore they are to be per- 
petual andabloluce Lords over my Perton and Lite : Since by thus breeding 
meup, they only pertorm'd that Duty, and Truft which God had laid upon 
them, for the good and preiervation of Mankind, and which they cou!d 
not without commuting a Sin, enher refu'e or decline, and therefore their 
Authority or Power over my Perſon, benz only tor my well-being, can 
extend no farther than whillt I amnot ot ycars of difcretion to underftand 
the true means of my own good and preſervation: And though I grant 
that Iam bound in gratitude toreturn this Care and Kindneis by all Atts of 
Duty and 1'iety towards them, as long as I live ; yet doth 1t not therefore 
follow, that they are Maſters of my Life, and of all that I have; ſince this 
were to take away more than they themſelves ever gave ; and though I 
ſhould gram you that even the Power which God himleif exerciſeth over 

Mankind 1s by Right of Farhernood ; yet this Fatherhood 
T. T. G. c. 5. 18ſuch, as utrerly excludes all prerence of Title in Earthly 
p- 69+ Parents ; for he1s our King, b2caule he 1s indeed maker of 

us all, which no Natural Parents can pretend to be of their 
Children : but if you pleaſe more cloſely to conſider your own Argument, 
you will find that it will quitedeftroy. your Hypotheſis. For 1t all Fathers 
have an abſolute power over their Children, by Generation, then Adam 
could only have power over his own Children which he begat, and none at 
all over his Grand- Children, fince their Fathers by this Argument of Gene- 
ration ought to have had the fame power over their Children, which A- 
dam had over them, for the ſame reaſon: So that this Monarchical 
Pawer of Adam as a Father could extend no farther than one Genera- 


tion. 

M. 1 ſhall not further urge this Argument of Generation, ſince I ſee 
you arenot ſatisfied with ut ; bur this much I think I can cleariy prove 
from Scripture, that Adam was Lord over the Periongand Lives of his Wite 
and Children, by vertue of that command which God gave Eve, Gen. 
3. V.16. HYnio the Woman he ſaid, I will greatly multiply thy ſorrow 2nd thy Con- 
ception ; In ſorrowthou ſhalt bring forth Children, and thy deſire ſhall be to thy 
Husband, and he ſha'i rule over thee. - From which words it appears that 444m 
kad not oniy an abſolute Power granted him by God over his Wife, but 
all the poſterity that ſhould. be bora of her. For inthe firſt place it here 


appears 
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aypears that Eve. was tO angr an abſolute ſubjection to her Husband ; who 
was toTule oyer her as her Lord, from thele words, and thy defire ſhall be 
[ubje& ] ro hy Husband, ( as 1tis better expreſt in the Margin ). and he ſhall 
rute vverthee. And if his Wife was thus to be ſubjet&t ro | 
him, then likewiſe by a parity of reaſon all her Chileren - B, P. P. & zr. 
were tobe ſotoo: ir being a maxtme in the Law of Na- 
ture, 25 well as inthe Civil Law, that Partus ſequitur ventrem : ſo that if Eve 
was to be abſolutely ſubj2& to Adam, the Iſſue by her muſt be ſo too, as 
in the caſe of a Maft:r of 4 ſh? $!2ve, not only the perton of the Woman, 
bur all that are begotten ot her either by her maſter or any other man, are 
likewiſe his ſervants, otherwiſe the Chydren would being better condition 
than their M-rher, for #49 having no Superiour but God, both his Wite 
and Children muſt bave been alike lubje-t to htm. There 
is hkewife another rule inthe Civil Law, which 15 a vaice Tb. $ 32. 
of Nature roo, quicquid ex me, @ uxore mea ndjcitur, in 
pareſiate mez eft, and tho this 1s true 1n ſome lenſe in all Fathers whatſoever ; . 
yet ut was forn a more luperiativedegree, where the Father had no Supe- 
ricur - over him bur God ; as Adam had not ; and farther 
it ſeems apparent to me from the very method that God 15. $ 20, 21. 
us'd in Creating Mankind that Adam's Wite and Children 
ſhould befubject rom: for if Adam and Eve had been created at once, . 
it conld not” have been known which of rhele two had the beſt right ro com- 
mand, and which'was to obey. For 4d2m's ſtrength ar wit alone, would not 
have given him any authority over her, and it nught be that Zue wasasftrong 
and as wile as he, or ar leaſt ſhe mig 1 have thought ner ſelf ſo, and it 
thele rwo had differ'd and fought, nought bur the eveat cuuld have declared 
which of them ſhould have been Maſter. Chew fan | 

'So when they had Children born be:weenthem, the Children.cauld have 
told as httle which of the Parenrs. ct.ey ſhould have obey'd, in caſe they had 
differ'd 1ntheir commands: ſo'that it had beenimpoſſible this way that any 
Government could have been m the World. Bur when -- i 
God creared only one Man, and out of him ane Wornaa . Ib. $ 22. 
was Tnade, ſure hz had ſome great deſign in this, for no 
orher creature was thus made at twice but Man. Now $6 24. 

S:. Paul fhews a reaſon for Gods atting thus, wiaen he 1 Tim 2. 12, 17;. 

ſays, the Woman ſhould not teach, nor uſurp autiority ; 

ever the Man, &c. And mark the realon; for Adam was. Created .and 

then Eve, So thatiinthe Apoſtles Judgment this was one main. cauſe why 

Adm ſhould be Supenor to his Wite and all other Huſ- 

bands to their Wives; and 1n the Corzath 415 from the Hi- $ 25. Tag 

tory of the Creation the ſame Apoſtie deduces two o- 

ther Realons, for the Superiority of the Man oyer the 1 Cor. 11. 8, 9, 

Woman. For ( fays he_) the Man is not of the Woman, but | 

the Waman of the Man ; {that 1s, Eve was formed-ourt of Adam ) reither was 

the Man Crened'for the Woman, but the Woman for the Man : So that. you ſee 

here is Adam ftated ina degree of Superiority over his Wife before the Fall: 

and immediately afrer it, God again renewed Alan's 

Title, when.he told Eve { as | have butnow mentian'd) $ 26- 

thy Aefire ſhall be ſubjeft 10 thy Husband, and be Jhall rule over 

the? ; now 1 fo far agree with whatyou at firſt layed down ; that if the Tal 
a 
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had not diſordered her faculties, and rendered her apt and prone Ml diſo- 


bey her Husband, this command need not - have been given her, but the 
would haye known her duty from the order andend of the Creation, with- 
out this explicite poſitive command. 

*-F. You have Sir, taken a great deal of pains to prove that which Ido not 
at all deny, that as well before as after the Fall, Adam ( and conſequently 
all other Husbands and Fathers ) ought to be Superiour to their Wives and 
Children, and likewiſe Govern and Command them in all things relating to 
their own good and that of the Family, as long as they continue Members 
of ic: nay, that after Children are ſeparated from their Fathers Family, 
they ſtill owe their Parents all the graticude, duty, and reſpect imaginable ; 
but yerI deny that this power which Adam had over Eve, and his Iflue by 
her, and all other Husbands have over their Wiyes and Children, is a regal 
deſpotical power, or any more than Coryugal in reſpect of his Wife, and 
Parernal in reſpect of the Children, nor is that filial reverence and obedience 
which Children yield their Fathers, the ſame with that reſpe&t and duty 
which a Wife owes her Husband, or the ſame with that ſervile ſubjetion 
which ſlaves owe their Lord and Mafter ; neither is the duty of a Wife of 
the ſame kind with that which Sons pay their Fathers, or Slaves their 
Lords; nor did Sarah when ſhe called Abraham Lord ( who was then Ma- 
ſter of a ſeparate Family, and fo ſubje&t to none) ever ſuppoſe that her 
Husband had the ſame Authority over her as he had over Hagar her Bond- 
woman, to ſe!l her, or turn her out of doors at his pleaſure: but to make 
it moreapparent to you, that this powergranted to Adam over Eve, was 
not regal nor deſpotical, but only corjugal, and for the well ordering of 
the Family, where ſome one muſt command in chief, and the reſt obey to 
avoid confuſion, will appear, firſt, If you confider that this ſubjetion of 
Eve to Adam was not enjoyn'd till after the fall, and is part of Gods Judg- 
ments denounc'd againſt her, for tempting her Husband to eat the forbid. 
den fruit, and certainly included” ſomewhat more than that Superiority 
which he had over her by his Creation, or elſe God ſhould not have made 
it any part of the Judgment denounc'd upon her. If this ſubmiſſion ſhe 
ow'd to her Husband before the Fall, had been of the ſame nature with 
that ſubje&tion ſhe was to be under after it ; which yet I take to be neither 
ſervile nor abſolute, butonly a conjugal obedience or ſubmiſſion of her 
will to Ty, in all things relating tothe Government of the Family and the 
carriage of herſelf; though I do not deny but the HusbaRd may ſometimes 
reſtrain her by force,' in caſe ſhe carries her ſelf unchaſtly, or indiſcreet]y, 
ro theloſs of her reputation, and prejudice of his intereſt, when ſhe will 
not be dire&ed, or advis'd by his perfuafion, or commands, which before 
the Fall when ſhe was ina ſtate of Innocency there was no need of ; ſince, 
( as your ſelf grant ) before the Fall ſhe knew what was her duty, and per- 
formed it without any force or conſtraint, &c.. and therefore that text 
which you have now quoted'out of Genefss, thy defire ſhall be [| Subjed 7 to thy 
Husbard, and w/ 11 rule over #hee, 1snot fairly cited, for as for the Marginal 
addition; viz ( ſubje# ) tothy Husband, it isnot warranted from the He- 
brew Origiralor verfiori of the LXX. The Hebrew having no more than 
{ thy deſire ſhall be to thy Huehand ) which the LXX renders «mewn, 5. e. 
the converſion or inclination” of the defire ; by which ſome Interpreters 
underſtand no more than the carnal Appetite : ſo likewiſe from the words 


( rule 
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( rule over thee ) they likewiſe obſerve that Moſes: makes uie of the ſame 
Hebrew word, when he makes mention of the Sun and Moon ruling the 
Day. and Night, tho they . do not do it by any vio!eace, or corporeal torce; 
ſo likewiſe by this ruling of the Husband, 1s not to be underſtood any ab- 
ſolute, deſpotick power, whereby he hath a risht to diſpole of the perſon 
and actions of his Wife 1n all things at his pleature, but that the may in 
many cales refuſe, nay controul his commands, and refit ys aftions, in 
caſe they prove unlawful or deſtruRive to her {e!f and Children. 

But that this Argument of *r. Paul of the Husband's Superiority over Hts 
Wife, was not granted to Adam alone. bur equally exrends to a'l Husbands 
whatſoever,appears trom the very Text it {e!f.or otherwre St. Paul had argu- 
ed very impertinently of the duty of all Wives ; and iffc,it will follow that 
every one of Adam's Sons as ſoonas he took a Wife, had the like Authority 
over her as Adam had over their Mother ; And if over their Wives, then 
by your Maxims ( of partus ſequitur venir?2m ) && quicquid ex m? & uxore 
mea naſciiur, in poteſtare mea eft, all the Sons of Adam mutt have had che 
ſame Power over their Childrerr as their Father had over them : So that 
the ſame conſequence will ſit]! follow from theſe places of Scripture, and 
alſo from your Civil Law Maxims, that either Adam had no Civil, or 
Deſpotick Power over his Wife, and Children, or elſe, if he had, thatzevery 
one of his Sons when Married, and ſeparated from hts Fathers Family had 
the ſame, and conſequently there were as many Princes as diftint Maſters 
of 'Familes, and, then what would b-zcome of A1am's Monarchy, I give you 
leave to Judge. 

M. I muft beg your pardon if Iam not ſatisfied with your anſwer ro my 
laſt argument : For-I am ft?! of opinton notwithFanding what you have 
ſaid, that Eve was to yield an abſolute ſubje&tion to her Husbaml, from 
that place already cited, That her (vis. Eve's ) defire ( i. e. will > fhontd be 
ſubjefF to her Husband, 8c. To which you'an{wer that rms ſubjettion of £2 
to Adam, was not the ſame which- Sons owe their Fathers, or Slaves to 
their Lords; And that Eve owed 441m, not a filial, or 
{-rvile, but a conjugal fubjeion. For I would fam B. P. P.$ 
know the difference in the State of Nature, between one 27, 28. 
and the other : For if you pleaſe tocompare that place 
of Geneſis, Ibut now quoted with that orher, where God gives Cain power 
over Abel his Younger Brother, you will find them the fame in words. as 
allo in ſenſe. For in this God likewile rells Cain, That 
unto thee, ſhall bis deſire be ſubje# and thou ſhalt rule over him. Gen. 4. 7. 

And ſure God could not intend by rheſe'words, that A- 
bel ſhould yield a Conjugal, but a filal ſubje&ion to his elder Brother, and 
rheſe words are not capable of two ſenſes, but muft be underſtood a like 
17 both places ( 7. e. ) Thar the Defire ( which tsaSaculty of rhe Soul, 'and 
that themoſt active too ) was to be ſubject, and the body, and all rhe Powers 
of 1t, were to be over-ruted b-iim ; which 1s: as full and abfolurea fub- 
jection ascan be exprels'd in words; and whereas you {ar that theſe words 
werenot ſpoken till after the Fall, and thence ſeem to inter, rhat *Eve did 
not ove Adam fo much as a Coryugal Subjetion before rhat ; Sr. Pant hath 
given you an anſwer to that already, which it 1s needleſs ro repeat, and 
therefore upon the whole matter I think your diftin&tion of a Conjugat.Sud- 
je:tion different from a Fihal or Servile one, will figmfie nothing. © 7 © 
D F. ] 
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F. 1 d3ubt not, Sir, but I ſhall be able to make good this diſtinFtion of a 
Servile 414 a Fihai Obedience, and in order to 1r, thall reply to the conſe- 
quence you ha we made, for Eve's abſolute ſubjeftion ro A.'am from the like 
Expreffion uleiby God co Cain concerning his rulirg over his Brother Avel, 
£81s us d here to Eve concerning her ſu">j:&tion ro ner H::s2and ; and that 
becaaſe the ſubjetion of A5:e! was ablolute, that therefore her ſubje Hon 
mut bz fo too. I mult crave your pardon if I deny your Aſſumption ; for 
I think I am able to prove, that ne::her Azel, nor any other younger Bra- 
ther, was, or 130bliged, by vertue of this Text to yield an abſolute Obedi- 
ence to his Eider Brother, in the tare of Nature. or that he 1s therefore 
kis Lor:i and Maſter. Nor ca I ez any ablurdity, bur that the tame words 
migit be ipoxen to teveral Perions, ye: un different ſenſes, which according 
rothe N nureotthe Perſons ro whom they were ſpoken might have ciffe- 
rent Eftedts. As here theſe words when Ipokea to Eve enjojn a { on- 
juga! Subm'flion of Eve's W1!l to Adamas her Husband, but when ſpoken ro 
Abel they may figrife a Fraternal Submiſlion of Abe!'s Will to Curn's as the 
Elder, and peri aps the wiſer of tne two, but vu ichout giving any ablulute or 
Ceſpotick Power over either. 

A. I cannot be yet ſatisfied with your Reply ; for methinks this is but to 
Play the Fool, and trifle with God's Word,, waen he told Cain thy 
Brother s deſire fhall be ſubject ro thee, that-1s, (/ay.you ) Thou ſhalt rule 
over him only as far as he thinks fir, or if thou kait tie kaack ro wheedle or 
perſwade him : Was notthis a migty matter for God Almighty ro appear 
to Cain about > An excellent and rational way to appeaſe his Wrath towards 
his Brother 2 . Whereas God'here plainly enjoynerha iubjeEtion from 4bel ro 
hs Elder Brother, ard ifſo. by Vertue o. the ſame words, a like ſubjeion 
of Ev? to Adam, andtiteaitwill likewiſe follow, tha: as the ſtreams are of 
the ſame Nature with the Fountain, the tubjeQion of al! her Poſterity will 
likewiſe be inctuded in hers, which 1 have ſufficiencly proved already, had 
you not miſtakenthe true ſeaſe of rhoſe two Maxims I latd down. For 
firſt, 1f Partus ſequitar verirem, and the Mother be a tubject, as Eve was, all 
ker Poſteriry muſt be foto ali Generations. And 1t Qu:cquid ex me 77 tixere 
mes na'ciiur in poteſiate mea eft be true, then Adam's Grand-Cruldren, and 
©reat- Grand- Chi)dren, ceriving themſelves from him and Eve, mu: Le 
ikewiſeuncer Adam's power. Nor can I ice how his Sons, or Grand Ch:.;- 
dren, by icing up leparate Famiitzs, could ever d:ſ\-harge themtelves irom 
this abſolute ſubjection to 4dam, fince they could never have quitted his 
Farnly without his conſent 3 and when tk ey did quitir, unleſs he pleaſed ro 
manumir them, they, their Wives and Cluldren were ſtill as much tubject 
as they were before. Since I do nor ſeert they were once Subjects to h:m, 
how any thing bur his expreſs will and conlent could ever diicharge them 
from it. . Nor was thac Authority-.( which every one of theſe Sons of Ad.m 
mught exerciſe over their Wives a3d Children, though they were nor freed 
trom the power of their Facher ) any mere inconfiltent with that ſubjzH10n 
and obedience they owed him, as their Prince, than in an abfolure Mcnar- 
chy, the power of Fathers and Husbands over the;zr Wives and Children, 
as to the things relating to the well!-ordering and governing their Families,is 
inconſiftent wiah that tupreme predominaric power which the Monarch hath 
ovcr the Father himſelf, and all his Family, or than the power of a Maſter 
of a Family, in the lfle of Barbadces, over his Slaves that are Married, and 

have 
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have Children, 1s inconſiſtent with that Marital and Paternal power which 
ſuch a Slave may exerciſe over his Wife ar.d Children within his own Ea- 
mily, though ſHll ſubordinate to the will of the Maſter, who may forbid 
any ſuch Slaves, or their Children ro Marry, but where he hath a mind 
they ſhould and may likewiſe hinder them, from correcting or purting to 
Death their Wives and Children without his content. Though ſuch Sub- 
jets in an abſolute Monarchy, or Slaves in a Plantation cannot have or en- 
19y any Property in Landsor Goods but at the Monarchs, or Maſters will. 
And 2 likewiſe at firſt none of theſe Sons of 414m, though rhey ſet up 
diſtin& Families from their Fathers, could erjoy or incloſe any part of the 
Earth without his Grantor Aſtgnmeat to whom the whole was given by 
God before. 

It ſcems likewiſe to be a great miſtake, when you at firſt afirmed that ail 
Civil Government was ordained by God, for the benefit and aJvanrage of 
the SubjeRs, rather than the Governours. Whereas from the firlt and moſt, 
Natural Government 1t appears that Children who were the Subje&s were 
ordained as much for the benefit and help of their Parents, who were tne 
firſt Monarchs, as their Parents for them. From all which 
we may draw theſe Concluſions : Firſt, that from Gen.z, F. 4 AM AM. 
v. 6. already cired, we have the Original Charter of Govern- p. 244. 
ment, and the Fountain of all Civil Power derived from A4- 
dam as the Father of all Mankind. So that not only the Conſtitution of 
power in genera!, but the ſpecial limitation of ic ro one kind, (viz.) Mo- 
narchy, and the determination of it, to the individual perſon of Adam, are 
all Ordinances of God. Neither had Eve or her Children any Right to li- 
mit A444m's Power, or joyn themſelves with him in the Government. Now 
if this Supreme Power was ſerled, and founded by God himſelf in Father- 
hood, how is it poſſible for the people to have any Right to alrer. or diſpoſe 
of it otherwile : it being God's Ordinance that this Supremacy thould bs 
unlimited in Ad2m, and as large asany Acts of tis Will. So that he was 
not onlv a Father, but a King and aoſolute Lord over his Family ; a Son, 
a Subject, anda Servant or Slave being one and the ſame 
thing at firft, the Father having power to dilpoſe of or fell F. P. O. A. 
his Childreaor Servants at his pieaſure;and though perhaps 
he might deal too ſeverely or cruelly in ſo doing, yet there was none above 
him, except God, in the Rate of Nature, who could call him to an account, 
much leſs reſiſt or puniſh him for ſo doing. 

F. You have, Sir, made a very long Spzech upon the Monarchical power 
of Adam, which you have made of ſo large an extent, that this imaginary 
Kingſhip will ſwallow up all che othermore dear and te:der Rela:ions both 
ofa Husband, and ofa Farther. So that were I not fatisfied you were a ve- 
ry good natured Man, and {poke more the ſenſe of others than fram your 
own Natural Inclina:ions, 1 ſhould be apt to believe that if you had ſufh- 
cient Power you would prove as greata Tyrant over your Wife, Children, 
and ail that ſhould be under your-command ; as ſuch Arbjrrary Tenets 
would give you leave ; bur ſince I hope your Errour lyes rather in your 
Underfanding, than in your Nature : I thall make bold to thew you the 
miſtakes you have committed in thoſe Principles you here lay down. 1 
might firſt begin with the place of Scripture you farther inſiſt upon ; for 
Eve's abſolute Subjetion to Adam _ the ike Expreſſion uled by God ra 
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Czin concerning his ruling over his Brother Ab-1, as is us'd here to Ev:, 
and tho you are pleaied to think my expoſition of this place ſo ridiculous ; 
yet Idonbr not but I be able to prove, when 1 come tofſpeak of this pre- 
rended Divine Author of Elder Brothers over this younger, ri:at this place 
cannot be underſtood in any fuch fenſe, zccorcirg to the teſt Interpretation 
that both the reaſon of the SutjeR, and the ſenſe the beſt Commentators pur 
pon it can allow; bur I ſhall defer this ti!] we come to diſcourſe concerning 
rhe ſucceſſors of Adam in this Monarchical Power you ſuppoſe. And there- 
fore I tha!! only art pretent purſue that abiolure Power, which you ſuppoſe 
Alam to have had, not only over Eve, but all her deſcendants. So rhat 
your argument of Eve's, and conſequently all her Childrens abſolute ſub- 
jection tor 44im, depends upon a very faiſe ſuppoſition. For 1f the ſub- 
j:&1on of Eve to Adim, ard of all Wives to their Husbands 1s not fervile or 
abſolute, neither can that of the Children be fo, fince according to your 
own fimile, it the ffreams are of theſame nature of the Fountarn, they can 
never riſe hizher than it, and tho' I grant, Adam might m ſome cales have 
put his Wife or Chridren to death, for any enormous crime againſt the 
Law ef Nature, yet I allow him that power, not as a Husband or Father, 
but enly as a Lord or Mafter of a ſeparate Family,who having no Superiour 
in tie ſtate of Nature, I grant 1s ended by God with this Prerogarive, for 
the gocd of his Family, and prefervation of Markmd, left ſuch horrid 
crimes, ſo much toits prejndice ſhould pats unpuniſhr. But that the Hut- 
band or Father doth not at thus ineither of theſe two capacities, I can 
eaſily prove. 
Fir, Becauſe the Scripture tells us the Husband and 
Gen. 2. 24. Epheſ. Wife areone Fleſh, and thatno man ever yet hated his 
F. 29, 3O. own Fleſh ; ſo thar it 1$81mpoſlible for a Husband ro put 
his Wife to death, till by the greatneſs of her crimes, 
ſhe becomes no longer worthy of that tender affe&tion he ought to bear her. 
Then as to tke Father, he, as a Father, ought not to defire to put his Son to 
death, whoſe being he hath been the cauteof, and who 1s principally made 
out of his own fubſtance, and on whom he hath beſtowed nouriſhment 
ard education for ſo many years, until he finds that inſtead ofa Son he 
proves an Enemy to his family, or hath ſo laid wait againft his Life, 
that as long as he lives he cannot be ſafe ; or elſe commits ſome of 
thoſe heineus crimes which by the Law's of God and Nature do juſtly de- 
ſeve no leſs puniſhment than Death, in ſhort when he ceales any longer 
to Ceferve the name of a Son. 

Yer this Authority kolds no longer than whilſt the Son remains part of 
his Fathers Family, and fo ſubject to his Power, and this I rake to be the 
realon why we do not read, that 4am took any notice of Cain's murdering 
his Brot:er, becauſe he was before freed from his Power, by ſerting up ano- 
ther Famf'y, which certainly had been Adams duty to have done, had He 
been then under his Juriſdiftion, Murder being as great a crime before the 

Elood as after, tho the purnſhment of it by Death were not 

Gen. yg. 5. poſitively enjoin'd by God ri] then : But I fhall prove this 

| point more particularly by and by, as ailo, that Adams 

Children might enjoy, or enctofe ſome part of che Earth without any granc 

or affent from Adam, to whom you ſuppoſe ( tho' without any proof as 
yet ) that the whole Earth was given by God. C 
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To conclnde, 1 doubt you tniftook me when you ſay, I at firſt affirmed 
that a'] Civil Governmenrt was ordamed by God, tor the berefic or advan- 
rage of the Subjects, rather than that of the Governours, and therefore you 
undertake roſhew me, that 1a the fuſt. and moſt natura] Government, 
77. that of a Family, Children who are ſubjects inthe {tate of Nature, are 
ordamed as much for the benefit, and help of their Parents, who are their 
Princes or Mafers, as their Parents ior them ; in which aflzrtion you fall 
Mm to more than ohne mi'fake, tor 1 do no: aflert that in Civil Government 
the benefit or advantage of the Subject; 1s only tobe conſidered ; For I 
ſhall eafily grant rharPrinces may very well challenge a very great ſhare in the 
honour and ofher advantages tt at may be reapt by therr Government ; and 
xer for all that when the happine's and preſervation of the Subjetts,is incom- 
patib!e w:th that of rhe Prince, the former 1s to be preterred, and Biſhop 
S.nderſon is of this opinion; when-i.e tells us 1n his Lectures 
* De Furamento ; Toat the end of Civil Government, an4 the * De oblig. conſc, 
obedience that # due to it, % the [afeiy and tranquillity of vu- Pral, 5. S 1g, 
man? ſociety, and therefore the end 1s certainly to be pre- 
ferred before the means, when they cannot. both conſt rogether ; but this 
is noargument for the preferring the benefit or advantages of Parents,. be- 
fore that of their Children, fince Paternal Government 1s not Civil Go- 
vernment ; nor ar2 Fathers abſolute Princes or Maſters over their Children, 
as you ſuppoſe, and yet I think I'may tafely affirm, that even 1m-this Pater- 
ral Government, tho' it be granted that Children are ordained for the be- 
nefit, or help of their Parents, yet when their happineſs and preſervation 
is inconſiſtent with that of their Children, 1c may bea great doubt which 1s 
to be pref=r'd, fince Gods chief intention in Parents, was for the Preferyg- 
tion and Propagation of Mankind ; and therefore I cannot fee how it could 
cver beany partof the Paterna] Power, for a Father to make his Child a 
Slave, or to ſell him to others a” his pleaſure as you ſuppoſe: This being 
no part or end of the deſign or duty of a Father. 

And whereas vou lay to mycharge my miſtaking the true ſenſe of thoſe 
Civil [aw Maxims you have quoted ; I think I can eahily prove that the 
mi?ake lyes on your fide, and that you have milapplied them, to make 
them ferve your purpoſe: for as to your firft Maxim, Party ſequitay 
Ventrem, from which you infer, that the Child ought to be of the ſame condi- 
tion with the Mother, this rule in your Civil Law relates only to Baſtards, 


and not legitimate Children, whofollow the condition 

of rhe Father accordingto your Digeſt : Qui ex uxore mes Dig.1.Tit.6.L.15 
naſcitur filius mariti eft habendus, fo likewiſe in your Code, 
Cun leeitime naptia faite ſunt,patrem liberi [:quuntur, vulgo 
quaſirus matrem ſequitur, Nor 18 your tecond Maxim more 
true : for tho' 1 grant according to your Roman Law, Dig. Tit. 5. L. 19. 
the Father might have abſolute power over his Wife and 

Childreg: yer I cannot ſee how this word-nzſcirar,. can be extended beyond . 
thoſe tharare bornof a man and lis Wife, and thereforecan never con- 
cern Grand- c::ildren,much leſs any more remote Deſcendants, and this very 
Law, thata Sonor Daughter might be killed by a Father, ſeem'd fo cruel 
and odious, even to the Antient Romans themſelves, that neither the 


Law of the XII Tables, nor the 7ul;/a7 Law of Adulteries, which were pro- 


vided againſt Fathers, Sons, arid Daughters, ever extended it to the Co 
atner 
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father , Grand-ſon, or Grand-davghter by Interpretation ; or argument 
& caſu confimili, Nor do theie words, in Poreſtate mex eft, prove more than 
that all Children are born under the Power of their Parents, tho' whether 
they ſhallalwavs continue lo as long as they live;is notro be proved from this 
Maxim ; nor if 1t were, dora that makeit a Law of Nature. For I muſt 
needs obſerve this, of divers of you Civilians, that whatever Maxim you 
find in your Civil Law Books, that wiil make for your Notions, you pre- 
ſently adopt them for Laws cf Nature, without ever enquiring by the ſtri&t 
Rules of Reaſon, and the Good of Mankind, (by which alone any Law of 
Nature is to be tryed) whether they are {oor no. 

I ſhall nor trouble my ſelf ro confute thoſe falſe Concluſions you have 
brought from thoſe weax Promiles; for if I have deſtroyed your Founda- 
tion, I think your Superftrufture cannot fand ; and therefore you muſt 
pardon me, if I cannot find this Original Charter of Government, and of all 
Civil Power. to be derived from Adam by any Argument that yet you have 
brought either from Scripture, or Reaſon ; only give me leave to obſerve 
thus much, upon what you have ſaid, That if not on!y the Conftitution of Civil 
Power in general, bur the ſpecxal Limitation of it to one kind, (viz.) Monar- 
chy, be the Ordinance of God, I cannot ſee how any other Governmenc but 
that can be lawfully ſet up, or obeyed by Men, fince no Goverament can 
challenge this Priviledge againft Divine Inflitution. 

M. Since this Hypotheſis doth not pleaſe you, I ſhall be glad if you can 

ſhew me any betrer Origiaal, either of Adzm's Paternal 
B.P. P. $35. Power, or of Civil Government, than this, that God gave 

Adam over Eve, who indeed was as at the fir SubjeR, ſo the 
Repreſentative of all thac followed,and it reaches not only to all her Daugh- 
rers in relation to their Husbands, but to all of them in relation to their 
Fathers, and to her Sons too, 1n relation to both their Father, and their 
Eldeſt Brother after his Deceaſe, if no body Superior to both of them, and 
him interpoſed. and diverted, or rather over-ruled it. 

For (1.) Ifa Priority of Being gave Adama Power over his Wife, it gave 
him much more ſo over his Chileren. 

(2.) If God's taking Eve out of 4dam, the forming her of one of his 
Ribs without his concurrence, did yet make her his Inferiour, his Children 
were much more ſo, which were derived from him, and by his AR. 

(3) If the were formed for him, not he for her ; and that was another 
do : this extended to his Children roo, who were begotren for rhe com- 
fort and affiſtance of both him. and her. 

(4) When God put Eve under the Subjeion of her Husband after the 
Fall, her Children muft needs be ſo too, if chey were not excep:ed, bur 
we read of no exception. | 

(5.) 1s it not an Eternal Law of Nature, that all Children ſhould be ſub- 
je to their Parents? and did not this Law ([pread it ſelf over the Face of 
all the Earth, as Mankind encreaſed? 

And whereas you would limit this Power of Parents over their 

Ibid. Children, both in its Extent and Duracion, this is purely owing to 

the Civil Laws of Nations, and not to the Laws of Nature, and is 

different in different places; ſome having reſtrained the Power of Parents 

more, and ſome leſs. But God gave the Parentsa Power of Life and Death 

over their own Children, amongf his own People the Jews, and _ _ 
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limited in Duration neither, for: the Fathers Power over his Son was nor. 
determined but by his Death, though they could not execute that Power, 
but in the preſence of a Mogiſtrate. And I am allo ſure that in all the 
Hiſtories and Relations | have met with , amongſt civihz'd Nations 
(where ir is not otherwiſe order'd by the Civil Laws of the Country) all 
Husbands, and Fathers have Power of Life and Death over their Wives, 
and Children, and fo it 1s at this day among't many Eaſtern Nations, and 
was anrtently amonelt the Komanr, Gauls, and Perfians, &c. Which Power [ 
take nor to have been given, or conferred on tizem, but rather left to them 
by the Civil Laws of their Country in the ſame tate, as it was eſtabliſht by 
the Law of Nature, or rather Nations. Now if ſuch Husbands and Fathers 
antiently had, and-ſtill have a Power of Life and Death in divers Countries 
over their Wives and Children, I defire to kzow what higher Power they 
could enjoy. ſince he that hath Power over a Man's Life, which 1s of the 
higheſt concern to him, may certainly command him 1n all things elſe > 

But as for your Jaſt Scruple that you cannot ſee, if Monarchy be of Divine 
Inſtituticn, how any Government bur that can be lawfully fer up or obzyed 
by Men, I think it may bea fatisfatory Anlwer, 1f I teil you, thar if thoſe 
who are bornunder a Monarchy can piftifie the Form. they 
lve underto bs God's Ordinance, they are not bound to F.A.MMp.266. 
forbear their own Juſtification, becauſe others cannot do 
the like for the Forms they live under; let others look to the defence of 
their own Government : I1f1t cannot. be proved, or ſhewed that any other 
Form of Goyernmeat had ever. any Lawful begianing, but was brought in, 
or erected by Rebeilion, muſt therefore the Lawful and Juſt Obedience to 
Monarchy be denied to be the Ordinance of God ? 

F. Lhopebeforel have done, t» give you a clearer Original from the 
Law of Nature, as well of Paternal Authority, as Civil Government, u ith- 
out recurring to Divine Revelation which (as I ſaid before) would oblige 
none bur Jews, and Chriſtians, or Mahomerans, whoſe Law 1s a mixture of 
borh the other. In the mean time give me leave to te!] you, that Eve's be- 
ing the Reoreienfarive of all Wives, d14 not put either her ſeifor her Daugh- 
ters !n'o any ad(olute Subjztion either ro Adam, or their Husbands; if it 
did, thencouid not this Subjection be I1kewiſe owing either to Adam as the 
P2trjarch, or Grandfather of the Family, or to his Eldeſt Son afrer his De- 
cea'e, fince this would make every Wife in the ſtate of Nature to have had 
two abſolute Lords, her Husband, and her Husband's Father, which is con- 
tiary to our Saviour's Rule, That no man can ſerve two Maſterss that 1s, 
in the ſame kind of Service : And therefore it plainly makes out my diftin- 
&ion, that there 1s a great deal of difference between a Conjugal Submiſſion 
of a Wife to her Husband, and a Servile Subjection of a Servant to his Lord, 
as allo of that Obedience, or Duty, which a Subje: oweth his Soveraign, 
ſince by your own Hypotheſis 1t neceflarily follows that either Cain's Wife 
( for example) was not ta be ſubject ro her Husband, or elſe muft be free 
from all SubjzCtion ro her Father Adam: Bur as for any Submiſſion to Cain, 
a< Elder Brother after Adam's Deceafe, I. defire.to be excuſed medling with 
it till we have diſpatchr the Queſtion in hard, 

I come now to thoſe freſh Conſiderations you bring for this Monarchical 
Power of Adam; for indeed I cannot call them new Arguments, becaule 


moft of them have been anſwered already. The firft Confideration 1s _ 
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the Priority of the Being, which you ſuppoſe gave Adam a Power over his Wife, 
arid conſequently over his Children ; but I think this Priority of Being could 
. give him no ſuch Power at all over her,and conſequently not over them ; for 
I deſire to know whether iff God had been pleaſed ro have Created, the fame 
day that Eve was made, twenty ſingle Men, and their Wives, that therefore 
Adam muſt have been, trom his being firſt Created, Monarch over them all, 
unleſs God had particularly commanded n ? 

I grant indeed that from God's Creating Eve out of Adam,it did render her 
inferiour to him.and alſo fromGod's expreſs command that ſhe was to be ſub- 
jet ro him in all Conjuga! Duties, yet did neither of theſe render either her,or 
her Ch1'dren abſolute or perpetual SubjeRts, and Slaves to Adam. And that 
their being deriv'd from him, or by his Act doth not at all alter the Caſe, 1 
have already proved. 

As for the third, that if ſhe were formed for him and not he for her,that this 
muſt be another reaſon which muſt extend to his Children roo : Here the Af- 
ſumption 1s not only falſe, but the Conſequence too : For ſhe was not only 
formed for him, but that they might be a mutual help to each other, and 

therefore the Scripturertels us, 4 Man ſhall leave his Father and 
Gen. 2.24. hk Mother,and ſhall cleave unto his Wife, and th:y two ſhall. be one 
Flefh, which words (in my Opinion) are very far from proving 
any ſuch abſolute Subjeftion ; for no Man can ever tyrannize over his own 
Fleſh; and if ſuch an abſolute Subje&tion had been intended, from Eve to 
Adam, it had been more conſonant to reaſon, for the Scripture to have en- 
joyn'd her to have left her Father, and Mother, to cleave to her Husband. 
Whereas indeed there was no more meant by this Text, than that when a 
Man marnes, he may freely quit his Fathers Family, and joyring himſelf ro 
his Wife,may ſer up another of his own. But as for the Children that were 
begotten between them, tho' I grant they might be interided both for the 
comfort, ang aſſiſtance of him, and her, yet I have already proved that the 
Parents are more chiefly intended for their Childrens Propagation, and Pre- 
fervation, than the Children are for their {ntereft, ard Happineſs. 

Your fourth conſideration 1s only a ivppoſition of the queſtion which 
1s yet to be proved, that Eve was under an abſolute ſubjeftion to Adam 
after the Fal}. I have already proved this ſuppofition not to be true, and 
therefore the conſequence, as to the Children 1s falſe likewite. 

-- Your fifth, ts rather an interrogation than an Argument, whether Chil- 
dren ought not to be, and have not always been ſubject to their Parents 
all over the World ? In anſwer to which I grant that it is true,that they have 
ever been (co, tho'not in your ſenſe. For I hold this ſubjetion neither to 
be fervile, or abſolute, nor yet perpetual, as long as they hve : but in re- 
ply to this limitation of the Power of Parents over their Children both in 
its extent and duration, you tell me this 1s purely owing to the Civil Laws 
of Nations, -and notto the Laws of Nature, and for a proof of this you 
produce Gods own people the Jews, for an example that the power of the 
Father over his Son, was not determined but by tis Death. Bur your ſelf 
confeſſes tharhe could not exerciſe this Power of Life and Death, but in 
the preſence of the Magiſtrate ; the circumſtances of which if they be con- 
fidered, will rather make againft you ; for firft the Father could not Fave 
this rebellious Son pur to Death, till ke had accus'd him before the Elters 
of the City, rhat is, the Judges who were eftabliſhr in every Precar.&t, who 
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upon a ſolemn hearing, were to ſentence ſucha rebellious Son to be ſtoned 
ro Dzath by all the People of the City : where you may obſerve that rhe 
Father hadno power ro put him to death himſelf, and therefore ated in 
this caſe as an accuſer or a witnels, not asa Judge. But it you'l b{lteve Mai- 
monies, one of the moſt Learned of the Jewiſh Rabbins, he 

w1ll tell you that by the Municipal Law of the Jews, this Tra#. M:marim. 
power of the Father did ſcarce extend beyond the rhir- 

reenth year of the Son's Age, after which the Son was reckoned Adult, and. 
Emancipated from his Fathers Power, and could not after that incur this 
puniſhment of a Stubborn and Rebellious Son ; and a Farther who did but 
ſtrike his Son after he was Adult, incurr'd Excommunication , for 
that ke offended againſt the Law. And tho' I grant that the Nations you 
mention did exerciſe a Power of Life and Death over their Wives, and Chil- 
dren, yet will not the Practice of ſome particular Nations, tho' never fo 
much civiliz'd, amount to a proof of a Law of Nature, which is only 
to be made out from evident Rules of Right Realon, and the great end of 
this Law, the common good of Mankind ; and eſpecially when againſt che 
Examples of thoſe Nations which you produce, I can likewiſe ſer thoſe of 
many more Nations, where this Cuſtom was not allowed, after once Civil 
Government was eſtabliſhr. And as for rhe Romans themſelves, amongft 
whom the greateſt Examples of this kind are to be found, they will notall of 
them amount to above three, or four, in ſix or ſeven hundred years, and 
then, tho' there might be very good caule for it, yer the People of Rome ne- 
ver ſo much eſteemed or loved ſuch Fathers after they had put their Sons to 
death, as they did before, but counted them too ſevere and 

cruel for ſodoing- And you may read in Yalerize Maximus, and De Clem. 
Seneca, that they killed Erixion, a Roman Gentleman, for 

whipping his Son to death like a Slave; ſo much did they abhor all ſuch Cru- 
elty of Parents towards their Children ; and afterwards, when by the Gene- 
ral Corruption of Manners amongſt the Romans, Fathers grew more cruel 
to their Children, a1d often pur them to death without cauſe. Thoſe of 
your Faculty, ſuppoſe that ſome of the Roman Emperours ( tho' 1t 1s un- 
certain who) took away this Power from Fathers, and made it ( as 
it is now among us / Mrder,for a Father to put his Son to death,cho' others, 
fince there are no particular edicts to be found concerning this matter, do 
ſuppoſe this Law to be changed by degrees, and to be lefr off by common 
conſent of the Romans themlelves ; for it ſeems dangerous to grant to a 
private perſon the cognizance of any crime. which might belong to publick 
Authority ; and they thoughtr it better ro ſtrergthen both the Paternal and 
Varital Power by other Laws than putting to death. And therefore Sim- 
Plicizs upon Epiferus his Enchiridion, iays, that the Romans allowed Fathers 
this Power, becauſe they thought they might very well truſt their Natural 
Aﬀettion to their Children, for theexercile of that Power of ſe:ling them 
or putting them to death, which *rwas ſuppoſed they would rarely ule, un- 
leſs compelled by extream neceſſity or unpardonable crimes; and therefore 
if a Fatiier would put his Son to death, he was to doit with his own hands, 
that he might ſuffer as wellas his.Son, but when this render affection too 
failed, itwas no wonder that the Roman E:nperors d:d nor think tt for 
the common good of their People, ro truſt Fathers with this Power ary 


longer, which they had hitherto exerciſed, not {o properly by right of 
E Father- 
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Fatherhood, as that ofthe Maſter of a Family, who governed his Servants 
and his Sons by a like Authority. : 

To conclude, I cannot but obſerve, how lyly you wave my objeftion 
againſt the Divine Inftitution of Monarchy, for tho' you ſeem loth ex- 
preſly to condemn all other Governments as unlawful, yet the conſe- 
quence will be the ſame upon your principles: for ifit be a good argu- 
ment which ſome make uſe of, for the Goyernment of the Church by Bi- 
ſhops, becauſe that Government being ſuppoſed by them to have been 
infituted by the Apoſtles by Divine Precept, therefore that no other Go- 
vernment but Epilcopacy can be lawful, or any true Church, where thar 
Government is not in uſe : ſo the ſame argument will likewiſe hold in 
Civil Governments, that all others muſt be unlawful if Monarchy alone 
were orcained by God, and thatall orherforms whatſoever began from 
Rebellion or the Fancies of men. 

M. To anſwer what you have ſaid,in the firft place I cannot ſo ſlightly paſs 
over this argument of the Law of Nations, by which I fuppoſed the Power 
of Fathers over the Perſons of their Children is ſufficiently eftabliſhed, and 
from whence alſo it appears that among theFews as well as Romans;the Chil- 
dren were lockt upon as part of the ſubſtance of their Father, 'and conſe- 
quently that they had a perpetual right in their Perſons, as long as they 
hyed, that the Romans had the power of felling thair Children three 
rimes, your ſelf co not deny ; that the Fews alſo had it in uſe among 
them appears, firſt by the ſtory of the poor Woman, the Widdow of one 

of the Sons of the Prophets, who-complamed to Eliſha, 
Chap. 4. 1. in the ſecond of Kings, tellmg bimthat her Hueband & dead, 
and the Creditor + come 10take ber two Sons 10 be Boxd-men. 
And ſo likewiſe in the New Teſtament, 'vur Saviour 1n 'St. Matthew, ſup. 
poles it asa thing commonly prattiſed 1n thoſe parts of the World where 

he hved. For in the Parable of the King, who would take 
Matth. 18. 24, 25. account of his Servants, amongſt whom one owed him 

Ten thouſand Talents : But for as much as he had nothing 
r0 pay, his Lord commanded him #0 be ſold, and bis Wife, and Children, and 
all that he had, and payment 16 be made. Which was founded upon that 

Law amongf the Jews, that Fathers might fell their 
Perſe 5. Children for Bond-fervants, until the year of Fubil:e, 

as appears by Nehemiah, Chap. 5. where he relates the 
Complaint of thoſe poor Jews, who had been forced for want © bring 
their Sons and their Daughters into Bondage :* Neither was it in their power 
70 redeem them, for other Men bad their Lands, and their Vineyards. 

And amongft the Romans, this Power of ferling thetr-Children con- 
tinued til] it was forbidden by the Emperour Fuſtrian. And as for the 
Grecians, Piutarch in his Life of Solon relates, rhat till his time it was 
lawful amongſt the Athenians, for Fathers ro fell rhexr Children to pay 
their own Debts: And I ſuppoſe it was -upon this account, that" Cymon 
the Son of that great General Miltiades, was kept in Priſon by the .4- 
thenians, till he had-paid the Fine of ten Thouſand Talents, which his 'Fa- 
ther died indebted to the Common: wealth. And Philoftratus in his Life 
of Apoilonivs Thyaneus relates, that it was 'common amongſt the Phyy. 
'gians to ſell their own Sons: Ahd to come to more Modern Times, a 


Son amongſt the Muſcovites may be fold four times, but after the _ 
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Sale the Eather hath no longer a Right in him, as the Baron of He- 
berſtein tells us in his Relation of Mu(covy ; and 1t 1s not only in ule 
amongft them, but alſo amongſt the Tartars, Eaft- Indians, Chineſes, and 
the People of Fapan, not only to ſell their Children themſelves, bur al- 
ſo, that they are liable to be fold by the Prince, or his Officers, for 
their Fathers Debts, or Offences: So that you ſee here 1s the Conlent 
of moſt of the Civiliz'd Nations in the World, who ſure, m this, tol- 
low the Dictates of Nature, and Reaſon, in the exerciſe of a tull, and 
abſolute Propriety, and Dominion in, and over the Perſons of their 
Children ; ſo that if it be a received Cuſtom, or Law amongſt moſt 
Nations, it 1s alſo from Reaſon too, ſince the Law of Nations 1s only 
that' which receives its obligation from the Conſent of many Nartons, 
as Grotizs well obſerves: And Ariſtotle lays it down as ore of the 
ſtrongeſt proofs, when all men agree in any thing: And C7z::r0 telis 
us, That the Conſent of moſt Nations 1s to be looked upon as a Law 
of Nature; and therefore theſe Cuſtoms are to be eiteemed as obliga- 
tory amongſt all Civiliz'd Nations, where the Municipal, Laws of thoſe 
Countreys have not reſtrained or altered this Natural Power, and Inte- 
reſt, which Fathers had originally over the Perſons of ther Children. 

But as for what you fay, that according to my Principles no other 
Government can be Lawful beſides Monarchy, I ſhall give you the ſame 
Anſwer, that ſome of the moſt Moderate of our Dtvines have given 
to thoſe, who would make the like Objection againſt us of the Church 
of England, that believe Epiſcopacy to be Fure Divino; viz. That God 
may for the neceflity of ſome Ecclefiaftical Order and Government in 
a Church, allow that Form of Government to be Lawful, which himlelf 
never Inftituted ; nay, which perhaps was unlawful to have been (et up 
in the Church at all; and fo likewiſe in Civil Governments, I will not 
deny, that thoſe Forms may be lawfully obeyed as-the Ordinance of God 
which he never Inftituted, but have wholly proceeded from the Revellions, 
or Inventions of Men. 

F. I muſt confeſs, Sir, I cannot ſee how any Law of Nations can be 
ſuppoſed to lay any Obligation upon Mankind different from the Law 
of Nature, and Reaſon, or the revealed Law of God in Seripture. And, 
tho' I confeſs there is ſome diviſion amongt Learned Men about this 
matter ; yet [ think it is far more rational to ſuppoſe, that there are 
but two Laws that can be Rules of Humane Actions, the Natural Law, 
and the Divine. And of this Opinion is the Learned Grotius himlelt 
in the place you but now cited, where he fays, he added the 
words, many Nations, becauſe there can icarce be found any Natural 
Law, which is alſo wont to be called the Law of Nations, that 1s co:m- 
mon to all Nations: Yea, that 1s often lookt upon as a Law of Na- 
tions in one Countrey, which is not fo any where elle; as ( fars 
he ) we ſhall ſhew in its due place, concerning Captivity, and Pe/i- 
Liminiumn, 

Ard for a farther confirmation of this, I will make bold to read 
to you in Engltth ſome part of what the Excellent Puſendorf hath writ- 
ten upon this Subject in his Learned Work De Fure Niture 
& Gentium, Lib, 2, Cap. 3+ which you may here read with S 23. 
me. 
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© The Law of Nature and the Law of Nations 1s accounted by many 
& one and tte fare, which only differ by an «<x:rinficx denomination. 
© And from hen:e Hobbs, De Ce, C. 14. $ 4. divides the Law of Nature 
« into the Natwmal Law of Men, and rhe Natural Law of Commoin- 
 Weaiths, which 1s commoniy called Fus Gentium: And then adis that 
* the Yreceprs of both are the fame; bur becauſe Common- Weal:hs waen 
once inſtituted do pur on the pzTtonal properties of Men, that Law which 
ſpeaking of tie duty of particular men we cail naturai, being applied co all 
* Common- Weairks or Nations, 1s called F:5 Gentium, to whici opt 199 We 
* do likewiſe tubſcr1be; neither do we think chere can be any other volun- 
* tary or poſitive Law of Nations, which can have the power of a Law 
properly ſo called, and which may oblige all Nations as proceecirg trom 
a Superiour. But moſt of thote rhings wt1ch among(t the Roman Civil 
Lawyers, ad otters are referred to the Law of Nations, as luppole 
' atout the ma:mer of acquying of contracts, and the like, do eicker be- 
long to the Law of Narure, or eiſeto the Civil Laws of particular Nattons, 
which agree together, tor the moſt part, in theſe things: yec trom 
which nonew, or diitinct fort of Law 1s Rightly con{tirutea,becaule thoie 
Laws are commen to Nations not from any Agreement or mutual ov.iga-+ 
tron, but in tha: they do by accident agree from the peculiar W1ll of 
the Law-givers in each pariucular Common-Wealth ; from where the 
{ame things may be charged by one People or Nation, withour conſult- 
** ing thereſt, and often times are fourd to be io changed. And of rh1s 
he heregives us ſeveral examples of different cuſtoms amongit Nations 
in making War upon each other, according to diverſe forms, or tacit 
agreements, whereby War may be managed with as little crueity as may 
be: butthus he proceeds; © Theſe Cuſtoms ajtho they may ſeem to con- 
* tain ſome obligation, as arifing from this ſort of Tacit agreement ainoregſt 


* Nations, yetif any Prince ſhall wage a Jawiul War, or negle& them, 


© or ſhoulddo quite contrary tothem, he wouJd nor be guilty of any fin 
* againſt the Law of Nature ; butonly of a piece of Roughneſs or Inc1»v1lity, 
that he did not make. War according to thoie Rules of Honour which are 
uſed among them, by whom War 1s looked upon as a liberal Art. | And 
a little farrher proceeds thus. ] © Amongſt the principal heads of the volun- 
* tary Law of Nations, Grot;us reckons the right of Ambaſladiors, where 
< we allo luppole that by the very Law of Nature, Ambatladors are invio- 
© lable even with the Enemy, as long as they appear Ambaſſaiors, and 
* not Spyes, and donot contrive Plots againſt thoite ro whom they are 

ſent, and having ſhewn the neceſlity of Ambaiiadors in order to Peace 
** he thus goes on ; butthere are other priviiedges attributed ro Ambaſſe- 
** dors, eſpecially ro rhoſe, who reſide in a place rather to filh out che 
© ſecrets of another State, than for Peace ſake, thoſe priviledges depend 
* from the meer indulgence of that Prince to whom they are ſent, and 
* ſo ifit ſeems good to him may be denied them, without the violation 
** of any right, if he will ikewiſe ſuffer that tis owa Ambaſſadors ſhould 
+* be treated in a like manner. 


M. I ſee whether this Author tends, but do not underſtand what-uſe you 
can make of it to your purpoſe. 


F. Bur 
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F. But 1will quickly ſhew you. if you pleaſe to have a lictle Patience, 
and rhereforeto apply what I have now read, to the matter in hand, mm 
the firſt place. itis apparentfrom tH:13 Author, that the Law, or Cuſtom 
of Nx:15rs, hath no obligation as ſuch, bu: only as 1t agreeth with the 
Law of Narure, and the Law of God, and what Laws of Nations are found- 
e] onthe Law of Nature, can only be tryed by ſome rule, which certainly 
15 not co be learned from tke Knowledge of rhe Cuſtoms or Laws of all 
Nations. ſince who 1s able to knew them a'l> And therefore theſe Laws 
mutt be :ryed either by the natural !1zhcof a Vans own Conicience, CF Ciſe 
by - cor: tidering whether this or thar practice of a Nation conduces to the 
Honour or Service cf God, or the common gocd and Fappinels of Man- 
kind, and to may be known as well by the unlearned as the learned. Now I 
ſuppoſe you will not affirm, that this Law of the abſolute Property and Do- 
minion of Fathers in and over their Children, can be d1'covered by either of 
theſe wai's, or thara Mans Conicaence will tell him, that it 1s his duty to let 
his Father Kill him or Sell him, or uſe him like a Brute, without any contra- 
diction or reſiſtance. And as for the other, 1 think 1 have ſufficiently 
proved that this abſolute power which you affert of Fathers over their 
Cinidren, doth not proceed from that great Law o: Nature, viz. the com- 
mon geod and preſervation of Mankind, to which the practice of 1t may 
prove very deſtructive, which if proved, I thu:k, [ may eafily an{wer all that 
you have now ſaid about the particu'ar Cuſtoms, or Laws of diverſe - 
Nations concernirg this Matter, tho* your Inſtances were many more than 


they are. 


For in the firſt place as for thoſe you alledge out -of the Scripture, they 
do ( as ſaid before ) only regard the Municipal Laws of the Jews ; thoſe 
of the Romans touching this mater, did only concern thote Common- 
wealtns whilt rhey were in beinz and no other Nat1ans whiatſcever, and 
for this opin19n, I have both Grotizs and Pufenderf of my fide, for the 
former in tte beginning cf the Chapter Jaſt quored, after having ſer 
down tke differen” Powers wt 1ch Fathers may exerciſe over their Chil- 
dren, according to their different Ages : thus affi ms as you may here (ce, 
© ]/92!{oevir 15 beyond theſe Powers, proceeds, only trom a voluntary Law, 
« which 1s different indiverſe places: fo by the Law which God gave tHe 
© Fews, the Power of the Father over his Son or Daugt:ter, to diflolve 
* their Vows wzs not perpetual. but only endured as. long as the Children 


«© were parts of their Fathers Family. 


And by the ſame Rule I may add, that Children were not reckoned 
as part of their Fathers Goods, and to be fold by him, or ſeized i pon 
by Credirors for his Dzbts any longer, than they continued Mernbvers 
of their Fathers Family, ard conſequently were not ſezzed upon as 
his Sons, but Servants And I defie you to ithew me an Example, 
where ever among the Jews, the Children after they were Adult, and 
parte) from their Fattezs Houſe , were fo'd or ſeized as Slaves 
for their Fathers Debts. and as for the Romans, it 1s p'ain, they ac- 
knowledged their Patria Pot:tas to be in uſe amongſt them, ne t:cr 
by the Law of Nature, or Nations, but only from their oun ©C1vil 
Law, as appears by..this Title, almoſt at the very beginning of Fu/t:- 
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nian's Inflitutions, ( as I ſuppaſe you know better than 
Tnft. L.1-S2.T.9. 1) Parris Porefias eſt Faris Civilis, & Civium Romanorum 

propria. The Text follows in theſe words ( as I remem- 
ber) Jus Poteftartks quod in liberos habemus proprium eſt Civium Romanwum, 
mulls enim ali ſunt homines qui talem in liberos habeant Poteſtatem, qualem 
nos babemus ; ard therefore they would not permit ſtrangers to exerciſe 
it over their Children with the City of Rome. And 1t the Power of 
the Father amorgſt the Fews and Romans was net by the Law of Na- 
ture, or Nations, no more could 1t be to, tho' exerciled amongſt never 
fo many other Nations, fince if it were one of the Laws or Precepts of 
Nature, tt could never have been taken away, or reftrained by any Civil 
Law without the expreſs Conlents of all Fathers. And as for your Inftance 
of Cymen amongſt the Athenians, 1t£ 4nakes nothing to this purpoſe ; fince 
if I take it at the worft, itt maketh no more, than that the Athenian 
Common: wealth dealt very ungratefully, and Tyrannically with Aſiltiades 
and his Son; and it might be that they kept him Prifoner as being Heir 
to his Fathers Principality in. the Thracian Cherſonneſe, out of which they 
ſuppoſed he might pay tre Debt ; as the King with us doth often pur an 
Heir in Priſon for his Fathers Debts, where he hath Afers by Deſcent. 


But for all your other Fxamples, unleſs they have a reaſon in Nature 
to ſupport them, they will no more prove that by the Law of Na- 
tions Fathers ſhould have a Right of Life and Death, or of ſelling their 
Children, than if you ſhould argue from the Common Cuftom amongſt 
the Lacedemonians,the Aborigines 1n Italy, the Inhabitants of the Kingdom of 
Sophiris, as amongſt the Indians mentioned by Qu Curtizs, and the Chineſes, 
and the Inhabitants of Formoſa at this day ; all which either did, or 
now do deſtroy their Children as ſoon as they are brought forth, 


or elſe in the Womb afore they are born, if they pleaſe ſo to do. And. 


as for ſome of theie Nations you have inftanced in, and particularly 
the Muſcovites, who can ſell their Children, but four times, it is appa- 
rent it 1s only a Municipal Law; for if the Property of the Father over 
the Sons Perſons were by them looked upon as perpetual, he might not 
only (ell him four times, but forty, if it were poſlible. | 


But on the other ſide, I have agamſt this Cuftom of your Nations, 
the Examples of divers altogether as Wiſe, and Civiliz'd, who did nor 
permit Fathers to exerciſe this abſolute Power over their Chiidren, and 
therefore againſt your Example of the Fews. 1 ſet that of the Ezyptians, 
who did not Permit Parents to pur their Chiidren to Death, nor yer tro 
ſell them, urilels in caſe of great neceſſity, and when they could not other- 
wife maintain them, ard then I grant it may be neceſſary. So likewite 
azain!t your Roman Law, I ſet that of ail the Greek Nations, none of 

whom permitred Fathers to put tkeir Children to 

Plutarch in Lycurzgo. Death, except the Spartans, and that was only in one 
caſe, and that with the judgment and conſent of the 

eldet Men of the Family, yet when their new born Infants were fo weak 
or 11] ſhaped as ro be thought not worth the rearing. So hkewiſe againſt 
your examp:es of the Antient Gauls, I fetthat of the Germans. a Nation 
altogether as wiſe and avitzed 'as the other, to whom I could likewile ac'd 
re 
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the Antient Britains, Spaniards, and divers others, and to the more Modern 
examples of the Eaftern Nations, where this cuſtom is permitted of felli 

or killing their Children ; I ſhall oppoſe the Turks and Perſians, am £ 
whom 1t 1s forbidden, as allo amoregft all the Nations of Euros, w 

believe Chriftianity ; arid if we goover to America, we ſhall find that they 
are there ſo indulgent to their Children, that no fault wharloever, tho' 
never fo great, ſhall make them pur them to Neath. And to let you ſee 
that this 1s moſt ſuitable ro Reaion, the rwo greateſt Philolophers amongſt 
the Gree\s,P!2roand Ariftorte, have condemned it ; The former 1n his Laws, 
where he expreſly forbids mn, fuppoſing that in no cale whatever, a Fa- 
ther ought to put off all Piery and Humaruty towards 1s Son, and that 
a Son ſhould be rather led by Nature, than driven by force to obey his 
Father ; eſpecally fince his Power 15 fufficiently eſtabliſhed by the Law, 
and the appointing of publick Judges; and Ariſtotle in us Morals to Nico» 
machus, Lib. 8. Cap. 12. accuſes the Fus Parrium 1m ule among the Perfuzns 
as Tvrannical, and Grotizs teils you ; he makes ule of thele examples of 


the Romans and Perſians, only that wemigit diftinguiih 

Civil Rights from Natural. * From whence 1t appears * VI. P. Arodius 
that the putting of Children to death by Parents, was Rerum Fud. ca- 
lookt upon as an odious thing among the witeit of tarum L. VI. 
the Antients; and therefore neither the Lex Regia, nor Cap- 17. De emen- 
the Law of the XII Tables, nor the Ful;an Law de datione Libero- 
Alulteriis ( all which lefc Fathers a Power over'the rum. 

Lives of their Sons and Daughters) yet would extend . 

this Power by Interpretation to ti:e Srand- Father towards his Grand-Son 


or Grand- Daughter. ; -, WT F 
M. Yet for a!l this 1 thinkall the wiſeſt and moſt Civilized Nations were 


of my opinion, and it is from them that we ought to take this Law of 
Nations rather than the others ; and therefore I think the Romans were 
a great deal wiſer and better People than the Greeks, and the Antzenr 
Gauls, than the Germans. Ner does your argument againſt this power 
of Life and Dearh in Fathers by the Law of Nature, ſeem cogent, that 
if 1t were fo, it could never be taken away orreitramed by any Civil Law, 
iince this argument will make as much againſt thar power of Life and 
Death, with which you invef# your Fathers of Famihes in the ſtate of 
Nature, fince if they haveit by the Law of Nature, 1:could no more be re- 
ſtrained, or taken away by Civil Laws, than any Paternal Power in the 
hike cate. 

F, I pray fir, hold, if this controverfie 15s to be decided by the Wiſdom 
and the Civiiity of Narions.we ſhallnever have done; For 1 the firſt place, 
wio {hail jaige of this content of rhe moſt Civiiized People ? and that 
no account is to be made of thols whom you ca:] Earbarous; for wha: 
Nation will acknowledge it felf to be fo; or can arrofgate fo much to it ſelf, 
as that it may require all others. to conform themielves to their Laws 
and Cuſtoms ; and that all Nations muſt be barbarous that act otherwiſe > 
Antiently the arrogance of the Greeks, made them. look -upen all other 
Nations as Barbarous, ard then the Romars ſucceeded mn this fooliſh con- 
ceit of themſelves ; ard atthis day we Peopie-of Europe (who are- but a tew 
in compariſon of the reft of the World ) do ſuppoſe our ſelves ro exceed 


all others in Knowledge. And yet on the other fide there are &iverſe 
Nations 
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Nations who prefer themſelves far before us, and 1 have read that the 
Chineſes have a ſaying, that the Europeins ſee with one Eye, themlelves 
with two; but that all the reſt of the World are flark blind, and yer this 
Nation maintains a Power of ſelling, and expoſing their Children, which 
we Enrep?.ins abhor. Now pray te] me tf there 1s not ſome common 
rule ro be drawn fron realon, or the comm3n gocd of Mankind, how 
ſhall we judge which 1s inthe right? So that notwithſtandiag all that hath 
been faid on this ſul-ject : I think 1 may fafely conclude with the Judg- 
ment of the Learned Pufenderf, in Lib. 6. Cap 2, where ſp=aking of the 
Paternal- Power, he ſays thus, © Burt neither the ſame Power as ſuch, 
&© ſeems toeutens tcſelf to that of Life and Dearth by reaſon of any faulr, 
© but only ro a moderate chaſtilement. For fince this authority is em- 
« ployed aboutan Age, that 1s weak and tencer, and; in which ſuch in- 
* corrigib!'e crimescan hardly be commutred, which nothing but Life ca 
© expiace, it 1s much berter that a Farther ſhould turn our of Doors a 
« Son who doth willfully refuie through cbſttnacy and wickedne's al! 
« due corre-tion. So that Abtication and Difirheriting ſeems to be the 
*© utmoſt puniſhment which can beinflifted by a Father on a Son cor.fider- 
« edas ſuch. 


M. 1 ſeeit isto no purpoſe to ſpend lorger time about this queſtion 
but fince your ſe:f have all along allowed that the Father of a teparate 
Family inthe ſta:eof Nature, hath a Power to put his Wife or Children 
to Death, in: caſe they have coirmitted any heinous fins or cfences 
againſt the Laws of God cr Nature, but you have not yet toid me ( ard 
I doubt cannot) kow Adam or any other Maſter of a Family could be 
_— with this Power of Life and Death, unleſs 1t were granted him 
by God. | 


F. I promiſe to give you ful! ſatisfaftion to this queſtion by ard by ; 
bur in the meantime, pray let me make it a little more p!ain to you, 
that this Power of Life and Death, which may be exerciſed by Mafters 
of ({eparate Families, over their Wives and Children in ſome caes, 1s rot 
by any Power they receive from God, as Husbands or Fathers bur only 
2s Heads or Maſters of ſuch Families, may be proved by this inſtance, 
ſuppoſe a Maſter ofa Family independant on any other ( as in the Indzes 
hath neither Wife nor Children, yet ſure he hath notwithftandirig the 
ſame Power of Life and Death over h1s Servants or Slaves, for tuch great 
offences as you have mentioned,in caſe there beno ſuperiourPower over him 
to take Cognizance of ſuch Crimes. And to rake this yet plainer, ſuppoie 
2 Marricd Man having a Wife and Children w1ll live ( cogether with them ) 
in the Family of fuch a Maſter as I havenow deſcribed ( yet nor as a Ser- 
vant, but as an lnmate or Boarder) and whilft he fo continues, his Wife 
Kills one of her Children, or one of his Sons, Murders his Brother, who 
hath right to puniſh this offence, but the Mafter in whoſe Family 
he is an Inmate? And this follows from your own ſuppolal : for if 
every ſeparate Family in the ſtate cf Nature be a diſtin independant 
Government, thea all. thoſe: that enter themſelves, as M=mbers of 
ſuch a Family muſt be ſubje& ro the Maſter or Governour of it. Nor 


do you reduce me into any abluranty by your reply to my _—_— 
that 
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That ;f the Power of Life-and Death were Originally in Fathers by the 
Law of Nature, it conld never be reſtrain'd nor taken from them withour 
their conſent ; that then this will make as much againſt the like Power of 

[Maſters of- Families ; ſince I muſt grant, this is taken away by Civil Laws, 

And' why not the other? To this I reply, that you do not obſerve the 
ſtrength. of theſe words, - Without their conſent ; For I ſuppoſe that no Power 
* whatever,can take thjs, out.of the hands of ſuch Fathers, or Maſters of Fa- 
'milies in the ſtate of Nature, without they aſſign it to the Supream Powers 

of the Commonwealth upon its firſt Inſtitution ; whereas you make this 

Power to be obtainable by Force, as by Conqueſt, or Uſurpation, not only 
, over thoſe that are not at their own diſpoſal, as Children, and Servants; 
"burt.over their Fathers and Maſters too, without their conſents; which 1s 
.contrary.to the Law of Nature and Reaſon. *',, ©, _ 

M4. I fee you take it for granted, that I will admit your Inſtance of the 
Power of -Life and Death to be in the Maſters of Families, and not as Fa- 
thers in the State of Nature: But as plain as you think it, ſince you queſtion 
the Power of Life and Neath, which I ſuppoſe to be inherent in all Fathers ; 

T know not why I may not with more Reaſon queſtion your allowing the 
like Power to:Maſters of ſeparateFamilies, ſince there is, no reaſon, in my 
' Opinion, which you can bring for ſuch a Power in your Maſters of Fami- 
lies, which I cannot with like reaſon urge may be alſo exerciſed by Fathers, 
'and Husbands, over their Wives and Children, in caſe they deſerve it. 
For if it be for the good and preſervation of mankind, that great and en- 
ormous Crimes, ſuch as Murder and Adultery, ſhould be puniſhed, and 
that with Death, Who is, more fit- to infli& theſe puniſhments, or who 
* can be ſuppoſed to, judge more impartially of them, than the Father, or 
Husband ;himſelf? Since. he cannot put his Son or Wife to Death, however 
they, may deſerve it, without very great reluRancy; ſince he, as it were, 
thereby lops.off a Limb from his own Body. And therefore I cannot ſee 
any Reaſon, why ſueh a Married, man as you deſcribe, ſhould by coming 
. under another Man's:Roof only, as an Inmate, or Boarder, and not as a 
| Slave, (leh grant, would alter the Caſe) ſhould loſe that Power of Life 
and Death, which I ſuppoſe he: hath by: the Laws of God and:Nature over 
his Wife and Children, unleſs he had aQtually given it up to the Mafter of 
that Family with whom he came to Board. And therefore as Ido not deny, 
but that a Maſter, of a ſeparate Family hath power of Life and Death, and 
alſo,of making Peace and War, with other ſuch Maſters of Families, nay, 
with Princes themaſelves, if there. be occaſion, as we. read in Geneſis, Ch. 14. 
PY That 4traham mage War with the four Kings who had. taken Lot Priſoner. 
So. likewiſe when, Judah pronounced Sentence of Death againſt 7hamar his 
Daughter-in-Law,, for Rlaying the Harlot, Bring her forth, ſays he, and let 

her be burnt, Gen. 38. I own. this was. not done by the Authority: of a Fa- 

ther alone . (ſhe not being his own Daughter, and his Son.being then.dead); - 
bur as the Mifter of a ſeparate-Family, who, hath (I ygant) power:of Life 

and Death, as he, is Lord over. the pertons. of his Children, as: Servants, and 
canl{equently-over.their Wives atfo; for if he hath power over.his Son, he 

hath certainly, the like over all that belong to kim, as Jong as they continue 
members of lis Family, and that he hath not thought fir ro manumit, or 

ſer them free. But now. I defire ta know by what right theſe Patriarchs 

could exerciſe all thefe marks of SOVErRIg eſpecialiy this great Power 

of 
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of Life ad Death, unleſs ir were derived from God at firſt; fince no Man 
hath any power to diſpoſe of his own Life at his' pleaſure, and therefore 
ſore hath naturally no power over that of another man's: So that not only 
this Powcr of the Patrimn cs, but alſo that of all Monarchs to this day, muſt 
be derived from this Divi:;e Original. | 

F. Well then, T find vou're forced to quit the power 'of a Father, as 
fach by Generation, ſince it plainly appears, that this power of Life and 
Death, which you affirm a Husband, or Father may exerciſe” over their 
Wives or Children in the ſtate of Nature, 1s not, qratenus, as a Father, 
but Lord and Maſter over them ; which in the rel place I cannot allow to 
be true in relation to the Wife ; nor that the ſubmiſſion of the Wife's Will 
to the Husband muſt imply a power of Life and Death over her ; for if the 
is not his Shave (as certainly ſhe is not, for then a Man might ſell his Wife 
when he pleaſed) IT cannot ſee how ſhe her ſelf could convey by force of the 
contraQ, any ſuch Power over her Life, tho I grant, indeed, if ſhe happen 
to commit Murder upon one of her Children, or other Perſon of the Fa- 
mily, he may proceed againſt her 2s an Enemy, but not as a Sabje&; and 
if it be for Adultery it ſelf, I cannot ſee that the Husband, can by the Law 
of Nature puniſh her with Death ; for fince that Crime doth really diffolye 
the bond of Matrimony , Divorce, or putting her away, and deſerting the 
Child born in Adultery, was even among the Romans look'd' upon as'a 
ſufficiezrt puniſhment. But as for the Power of Parents over their Chil- 
dren, I do not deny, but that a Father may have the like powetr'over his 
Children whilſt they are part of his Family, as over his Slaves or Servants in 
Caſe of fuch great and enormous Crimes as yon have already mentioned ; 
but that this is not as a Father, but Mafter of ' a Family, your. ſelf haye 
already granted in your Inſtances of 4b-aham and Judah ; tho if you will 
conſider thelaſt a lictle better, you will find that Judah did not proceed thus 
againſt Thamar, as her Father, or Maſter, but by ſome other Right ; For if 
vou pleaſe to look upon the 11th ſe of that Chap. of Geneſis, from whence 
you cire this. Example, you will find that 7hamar, after the Death'of Onar 
her Husband, went with 7Judah's leave, and dwelt in her own Father's 
Houſe, and ſhe was then a Member of his Family, and conſequently ( ac- 
cording to your Hypotheſis) not under Judah's Power, when ſhe was thus 
got with Child by him ; and therefore not he, but her own Father ought to 
have condemned her, if this Judgment had belonged to him as to the Mi- 
ſter of the Family. And therefore ſome of the Rabbins ſuppoſe, that when 
Fudah gave this Judgment againſt Thamar, he did not a either as a Father, 
or Maſter of the Family, for he was then under the Power of the Canaa- 
nites; (who certainly had ſome Civil Government among. them at that 
time) and therefore they ſuppoſe that he a&ed thus as a Civil Judge, ap- 
pointed' by the ſupreme Magiſtrate of that Nation. 

Bur to defend the Inſtance I have given you of a Pather of a Family Io- 
fing his power of Life and Death, upon his becoming a. part or Member of 
another Family;yon your ſelf have already yielded me as much as I can rea- 
ſonably defire for the defence of my Afertion, fince you allow this power 
of Lit. and Death to Fathers, not as ſuch, bur as Lords, and Maſters over 
their Children, as over their Slaves ; and if ſo, I defire to know who can 
challenge this Power but the Maſter of the Family with whom he lives, un- 


Itfs you can ſuppoſe two diſtin Heads, or Maſters in- the ſame Houſe, _- 
then: 
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then they will not be one Family, but two, under diſtin& Heads, each of 
them ſtill reraining their diſtin Rights. Bur you will fiy, Phat this 
Boarder; or Inmate, 1s 'not a Servant, or Slave to the Maſter with whom 
he lives, and therefore hath not forfeired, or given up his Right, or Pow: r 
of Life and Death over his own Children to him ; bur ir is ey mae whe 
ther he did, or nor, ſince by making himſelf a Member of the orver's a. 
mily, he ceaſed to be Maſter of his own, and conſequently muſt Ilo{ al 
the Natural Rights or Prerogatives belonging to it, of which, I grant this 
of Life-and Death to be the chief; for if Families in the Nate of Nature, 
are: like ſo many diſtinft Commonwealths, independent upon each other; it 
will likewiſe follow , that the Heads of thoſe Families muſt be in a!l hide 
neceſlary for the Good and Preſervation of the Family, like ſo many d:- 
ſtin& Civil Soveraigns, and conſequently muſt have 2 power of Life and 
Death, and alſo of making Laws, with Puniſhments annexed to them, i: 
all Caſes where the good and pcace of the Family require it. If there- 
fore iv a Civil Stare, or Monarchy, an abfolute Prince come into the Doms.. 
nions or Territories of another, it is acknowledged by all Writers on ths 
Subje&, That ſuch a Prince loſes that power of Life and Death which he 
had before, and cannot exerciſe it as long as he 1s in the other Prince's Do- 
minions: So by the ſame Reaſon, if the Maſters of Families, in the State 0! 
Nature, are like ſo many Civil Soveraigns, it will follow, that they nul 
ceaſe to be ſuch, when they become members of another's Family, unleis 
you will fall into the abſurdity of ſuppoſing two abſolute independenr 
Heads, or Maſters, in one and the fame Houſe ; which, what a confuſion 
it-would bring, I leave to your ſelf to judge. 

M. I ſhall not much diſpute this Power of Life and Death with YOu, as 
belonging to Maſters of ſeparate Families: Bat pray ſhew me how- they - 
can exerciſe this Power »over the Lives of thoſe that are under their Jurit- 
dition, unleſs ir were granted them by God, by virtue of that original 
Power given to 44am, not only as a Father, but Prince of his Poſterity. 

F. 1 do not doubt but I ſhall give you a fatisfaftory Anſwer to this im- 
portant Demand, without ſuppoſing any extraordinary Divine Commiſſion 
from God to Adam; For as for your Inſtance of 4braham's making War, 
Leagues, or Covenants with other Princes, it is no more than what any Ma- 
ſter of a ſeparate Family may do for this own and their defence ; and what 
if. you or I were Maſters of a Family in the Iadjes, where there is no Power 
above us; we might do as well as 4braham, and all this withour any other 
Commiſſion from God, than the great Right of Nature, Self-preſervation, 
and the Well-performance of that truſt which God harh pur into our hands, 
of defending, and providing for our ſelves and our Families, ſince if God 
hath ordained the End, he hath likewiſe ordained all means neceſſary there- 
unto; and therefore there is no ſuch great Myſtery in this as you ſuppoſe. 

' M. If there were no more 1n it than a meer Right of Self-defence, for 
which I grant Retaliation, or Revenge ry be alſo neceflary, you would 
have a great deal of Reaſon on your ſide; But pray ſhew me how a Fa« 
ther , or Maſter of 'a Family, can Condemn either his Wife, Child, or 
Servant to Dearth; as a puniſhment fer any enormous Crime, ſuch as I have 
mentioned ( and you agre:d to) withour ſtoh a Divine Commiſſon 2s 1 
ſuppoſe Adam had. Since T own Revenge or Retaliation may be uſed by 
private men in the State of Nature, by the Right of SelEdefence, which I 

| F 2 grant. 
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grant may be exerciſed between equals; But ſince all puniſhments, properly 
taken, are'the As of Superiors towards their Inferiors, I cannot-conceive 
how any Father, or Maſter of a Family, can inflict: ſo great a Puniſhmeny 
25 Dezth upon any Member of it, unleſs he derived this Power immedi- 
ately from God, by virtue of the Divine Charter committed by him to Adam, 
and from thence to be derived to all Maſters of Families, or Civil. Sove- 
raigns, who could never derive this Power from the Joynt CompaQs or 
Conſent of Fathers, or Maſters of Families; ſince no min could convey 
rhat to another, which he had not himſelf. And I have already, I think; 
with a great deal of Truth Aﬀerted, That no man hath power over his own 
Life, to take it away when he pleaſes, and therefore cannot have it over ano- 
cher man's ; much Jeſs can convey any ſuch Right to others, except it were 
granted at firſt by God, in the manner I haveſuppoſed, which I conceive may 
eaſily be made out by ſeveral places in Geneſis; by which it plainly appears that 
4damand after him Noah,were ſupernaturally endued with this DivinePower. 
F. ThoI am fatisfied that this Hypotheſis is extreamly abſurd, fince- if 
it were ſo only, Chriſtian or Jewiſh Soveraigns, or Magiſtrates, who ac- 
knowledg the Scriptures, could lay any claim to, or exerciſe this Divine 
Power; whereas we find it praQtiſed by all thoſe Nations, with-whom the 
memory of Adam and Noah is quite loſt , and therefore muſt claim this 
Prerogative, not from any Revealed, but Natural Law of God; yet.how- 
ever ſince you think you have ſuch clear Texts of Scripture on your ſide, 
I defire you to produce them, tho, if they ſhould make out what you. ſay, 
they would only ſerve to confirm, by Divine Revelation, that Prerogative 
of Life and Death, which all Maſters of Families, as well - as Civil Sove- 

raigns, enjoyed by the Law of Nature, before ever the Bible was written.” 

M. As for my own part, T am fo well ſatisfied of this Sapream Power of 
life and- death granted ar firſt by God to Adam; and after to Noah, that I can- 
not ſee that wirhout the ſuppoſal of this,any Supream Power could Jawfully 
be exerciſed by Civil Sovereigns at thisday : And therefore I am of Mr. Se/- 
ders opinion, who.in his moſt learned Treatiſe , De Jure gentium apud He 
brzos, maintains with the 7ew;ſb. Rabbins, 'That-the. Law of Nature can ne- 


ver be plainly proved, and madeout by.:Reaſon, without a Tradition of its ' 


Precepts, as given by God to 4dam, and thence conveyed to Noah, and his 
Poſterity : Which Divine Laws, or Commands, are called by the Jews the 
Seven Precepts of Neah , which whatſoever Nation, or People, would ob- 
{erve, they permitted them to live as Inhabitants among them ; though they 
did not embrace Circumciſion, or thoſe other Rights and Ceremonies-com- 
manded by the Law of Moſes. Now .amongſt theſe Precepts, that of inſtitu« 


ting publick Judgments for Capital Crimes; is one of the firſt;: in purſuance ' 


of thar Command which God gave Neah immediately after the Flood; Gen. g. 
v. 6. Whoſocever, fbeadeth man's blood, by man ſhall his blood: be ſhed : for in the 
mage of God made he man.By-which Text almoſtall Commentators underſtand 
that it is not.any- common man, but the perſon of the Civil Magiſtrate or Sove- 
reign! that is tobe nneant; Since it would be both mpraQticable,and alſo breed 
great confuſion in Civil Societies, if by this word -1an, every common per- 
10n, not endued by God with this Supream Power of life and death, ſhould 
be underſtood ; and therefore I do ſuppoſe with the moſt Learned: Jews, thar 
this Power was firſt exerciſed by vertue of that Divine Charter that was given 
of it by God to 44am, and then renewed again to Noah, by the Text aboye- 
mentioned. Now 
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| Now that 44a»; had by Divine grant an abſolute Dominion , pq ,;, 
over thewhole World:; and. all Creatures: therein contained ,- Sy pincien 
will appear from, Ger. 1. v. 27, 28. (here is-the Bible, I deſire -. * | 
you would read it with me.) So God created mm in his own image,' in the 
image of God created he him ; mile and female created he them. And God bleſſed 
them';, and God ſaid unto them, Be ſruitful, and multiply, and repleniſh the Earth, 
and ſubdue.it.; and have dom inion over the Fiſh of the Sea, and over the Fowl of the 
Hir, and over'every living thing that moveth upon the Earth. By which Grant, 
or Donation, frqm God of fubduing the Earth,and having dominion over the 
Creatures, Adam was made the general Lord of all things, with ſuch a partt- 
cular propriety to himſelf, as did exclude his Children from having any ſhare 
in it. So that if Cain had his Fields for Corn, or 4bel his'Flocks, and Paſture 
for them, it: was only by Adam's Grant, or Afſignation, none of his Children 
or Deſcendents having any property an Lands or Goods, without his pasricu- 

lar Grant, or Permiſſion. + $35 rk i $741 eftourit Tra. | 
F. You muſt pardon me, Sir, if T cannot be of yonr Opinion, that all the. 
Precepts of the Law of Nature muſt depend upon no firmer foundation, than 
a Tradition of the Seven Precepts, ſuppoſed by the 7ewiſh Rabbins to be given 
to Adam, and Noah,, and from them conveyed to all their Poſterity, ſince 
we find not.the leaſt mention of any ſuch Precepts inthe Scripture, or in Jo- 
ſepbrs; Philo ud | or any; other ancient Writer, but only in the Talmud : 
Which though it pretends to a great Antiquity in' its Traditions, yer anyJu- 
dicious man that 'wilt but peruſe it, may eaſily fee the falſhood; as well as 
abſurdity of the pretended Tradition of thefe Precepts; one of which is againſt 
eating'the Members: of any.living Creature , which ſavours fo ſtrongly of a. 
Jewiſh Superſtirion,..that.if that were a. trug..Precepr, or Law. of Nature, no 
man could eat a Diſh.of Lambſtones, or-a Blgk-pudding,without. ſinning a= 
cainſt the'Law of Nature :/ And it is very improbable to ſuppoſe, that all 
mankind, except'7ews,.Cbritians and'Mahowiefans, ſhould be obhged tolive or 
at by thoſe Laws orPrecepts they never heard of. For if (as you your ſelf muſt 
grant) the-memory or tradition of rheſe Precepts be quite loſt amongſt all Nz. 
tions, except the Jews, 1t-is all one as if they had. a&ted without any Lavz ar 
all;- and.conſequently,. if they have notſome better grounds for their o0bſer- 
vation of the Law of Nature; than theſe Preceprs of Noah, Idoubt whertker (ac- 
cording to your Hypotheſis) all Civil Soveraigns that do not own t!:e original 
of their Power of life and death; to this Divine Charter granted to 44am, and 
Noah, muſt be no better than Murtherers, ſince.they take upon them ro exer- 
ciſe this great Prerogitive withaut any Divine Authority:for ſo doing::; Burl 
hope to ſhew yau before we have concluded this converſation, thar, nor only: 
the Power of Lite, and Death, but alſo bther Laws of Nature, may eaſily 
be deduced, by Reaſon, to have been given by God to) Mankind, by the ordi- 
nary Courſe of his Providence, without recurring to Divine Revelation ; 
which can only oblige thoſe that have heard of ir. But fince you lay ſo much 
ftreſs upon thoſe Texts of Scripture. you have, now cited ; I pray give. me ' 
leave to examine, whether tizey will bear that ſenſe you put upon them! 'As' 
for the firſt of thoſe Texts you quote, Whoſoever ſheddeth man's blood, by man 
ſhall his blood be ſhed, Sc. . Suppoſe I ſhould take it in that ſenſe you put up» 
on it, only to extend to Civil Sovercigns,, or Magiſtrates, it will be fo far 
from proving a Power of Life and Death to have been granted by God to-. 
Adam, and from him conveyed to Na+, that this place ſeems to imply the 
CON= - 
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contrary ; for if it was a known Law before, that Murther was to be puniſh- 
cd, wagh death by a Father, or other | Magiſtrats,-to what purpoſe 'was'this 


Command now: given to'Noa/ ? Since if-it/ were a Divine Law before the ' 


Flood , wherefore '1s it here repeated-? 'And* therefore all Expoſitors a- 
eree, that this'is the firſt 'Precept enjoining Murther to'be puniſh'd by the 
Civil Magiſtrate, which, before any of the Kin of the Perſon ſlain might have 
executed, as appears by Geneſ's 4. V. 14. when Ca:z ſaid unto the Lord, 7 
fan! be & faginive, and 2 wagakbond on the Earth; and it ſhall come to paſs, that 


e<Viry one War fndeth vie, jhall Nay me ; winch had been a needleſs fear, if - 


rione but Adm had a'power to take away his Ife for the murther of his Bro- 
ther, as you ſuppoſe; much lefs that God ſhould have needed to have ſet a 
mark upon him ro keep him from being murthered by his Brerhren, or other 
Relations. Nor will that other place you cite out of Geneſis prove Adam's 
ſole dominion over the Earth, and all the things and perſons therein contain- 
ed ©'For if 'you pleaſe ro conſider it , you will find, That-it 15 'fo- far from 
p:oving your Opinion, thar it ſpeaks the direC&t cont:ary.' Priy tlierefore ob- 
(1srve of whom Moſes. ſpeaks in that plate ; Surely not 'of 4da#* alone, when 
he ſzys , Male mul female created he thetit 5 and God bleſſed them, arid ſaid unto 
i hem, Be fruitful and multiply, and repleniſh the Earth, and ſubdue it, and have do- 
773324808 Over the Fiſh of the Sea, and over the Fowl of the Air, and over every living 

thing that moveth upon the Earth: From whence we may obſerve, 
P. n. M. Firſt, That theſe words being dire&ed in'the'plural number, both 


p:10, to the: Male, and Fetnale, were not intended to*4damrzalone; bur. 


by way of anticipation, not only ro-himfelf, and Eve, (who was 
not then made) but likewife to their Poſterity (rhat is) all mankind ; Then 
thar they ſhonld be fruitful, and multiply, and repleniſh the 'Earth, and ſubdue it, 
(that is;poſRſs'and enjoy it) and have'aominion, Cc ever every living thing that 
»everh (m the Hebrew) creepeth\upon-the face of the Earth. 'By which words 
iCappears, Thatnotany dominion over Mankind, but'only over Brute-beaſts, 
!harmove, or Creep upon theEarth,is hereby conferred. And that this muſt be 
the true meaning of this place , is plain, if you will but read-the two next 
Verſes'that follow. And God ſaid, Behold, I have given you every Herb bearing 
leea , which is upon the face of ail the Earth; and every Tree , in' which is the 
[ras of a Tree yielding ſeed ;* to y0u 22 ſhall be for meat. And to every Beaſt of: the 
Earth, and to' every-Fow! of the Air ,' and to every. thing that erecpeth upon the 
Earth, whercin there is life ; 1 have given every green Herb for meat ;. and it was 
/o. Which words are certainly dire&ed to the ſame perſons as the former 
( thats) to all Mankind , by the ſame Argument as that every green Herb 
15 here granted for meat. to every Beaſt of the-Earth, and every Fowl of the 
Ait,'&c: that then was, or ever ſhall exiſt uy Nature. - So that this Texr 


which yow have cited to prove thisabfolute and ſole dominion of 44am over 


the'Earth;, and all' rhe'Creatures therein contained , is ſo far from proving 
anyfiich thing, tharit feems rome to make out the dire& contrary DoQrine, 
v4 That the Earth, and all the Creatures therein, were nor granted to Adam 
alone, as the ſole Lord and Maſter of them ; but in common ro jumſelf, 
bis Wife, and-all his Pofterity,] who had as good a right to them, as he had 
himelt.\ ,$0 that {.cauſt tell you, if you intend to bring me over .to your 
Opinion, you muſt produce ſome better proofs out of Scripture, or Reaſon, 
than thoſeimade-uſe of by Sir R. F and therefore I defice that you would 
vive me ſome plainer proofs for dams abſolute Power over his Wife, and 

all 
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all-his Poſterity, than hitherto you have done; fince I cannot ſee'any Di 
vine Charter granted by God in Scripture, of any abſo!ute power, or dominion » 
over. their Lives, or Perſons. ' 

M. I ſhall, Sir, do+ my befÞ. endeavour to give you all the ſatisfaQtion I 
can poſtibly therein z/ therefore I deſire you farther ro take notice, That 
Mr. Selden, in his Mare Clauſum, and all the Jewiſh Rabbins have ' 
underſtood this Text lin-Genc/s, to give Adam an abſolute power L. 1. c. 4. 
over the Earth, and all things therein contained, excluſive to his 
Poſterity as long as he lived. And the ſaid Anthor front the ancient 
Tradition of the Jews, 1s of the ſame Opinion in his Mare Clau- Ibid. 
ſum. So that if Sir R. F. and divers others have erred-in' the ſenſe 
of this place, I believe it is more than you or: I can prove;ſince ſure they would 
not-have: pur this: {anfe uponit, without they had ſome good reaſon fot it 

But this nnich Iſuppote you will admit; that 44am was crea- 
ted by God, and is 1n Scripture call'd the Son:of God, as indeed Luk.3.27, 
he was ; and if fo, let your ſelf, or any other rational mancon- 
ſider, Whether.it beat allTikely that God ſhould nor endow this | 
Son of his,: the, Father.of. mankind, withſo- much Authoriry and B: P."''P. 
Power as thould. enable: him to (govern his: own Family, and Seb. 55: 
Childten; as long as-he lived , without depending .upon ithem+© *! ©» 
for their conſent, and-chopping Logick' with them, whether his Commands 
were reaſonable, or lawful or not :':And if a/power'of life and death was 
neceflary ('as the murther of A4be/.by Gain ſhews it: was') whether 44am had 
no more ſhare in; rhat Power, than any. of his Children,cor: Grand-children : 
which is ſufficient to. ſhew you-the abſurdity. ef your: Tenets, That the Aw- 


'thority of {dem over his Poſtertty:wasinotabſolute initsexerciſe, as well as 


perpetual in its:duration;; and this I think you cannor-but admit , becauſe 
you have already acknowledged this Powerof life and death to proceed from, 
or to be granted by God to Adam ; and fo conſequently muſt have -conti- 
nued with him as long as he hyed, 

F.. Well, I perceive'you find your Monarchy ,- or:abſolute- Dominion of 
Adam over Eve ,; and all her Poſterity ,: as alſo over alt the Creatures of-the 
Earth, not to be proved from'any of theſe places of Scripture you have 
brought for this extravagant Opinion ; and therefore you now urgeupon me 
my own conceſſion of this Supream and Abſolute Authority of Life and 
Death, which I do not:deny but 44am might have exerciſed in ſome caſes 
over his Wite-and Children as long as they continued parr of his Family : 
But that he was not endued-with this Prerogative as a Father, bur as a Head 
or Maſter of his own Family, I think I have ſufficiently proved, and there: 
fore need not repeat it, And indeed your own inſtance of the nuvrrther of 
Abel by Cain, ( which for all we can find paſt unpuniſh'd by 44a») ſufi- 
ciently proves, That this Power of Life and Death over his Children or Grand- 
chilgren, when once they were ſeparated from his Family, was not a neceſ- 
ſary Prerogative of his Government, or elſe that his Children, and: Grand- 
children, when-they have eretted new Families of their own, had it as much: 
from God as he ; and that from the ſame reaſon. which you give, why God 
endowed Adam with it, viz. becauſe without ſuch a Power they could nor' 
have been enabled ro govern their Children and Families as long as they 
lived, So that Adam's being created by God, or called his Son, gave 
hira not a jot more porver over his Children, and his Deſcendents, than whar- 
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Y as a Maſter, or Head of a Family he would have had by the Law of Nature 
- however; and it & all onein this/Caſe,, whether you fuppoſe/Minkind:to 

e-beencreated by God, or to have exiſted from all Eternity, provided you 

10%) the being of a God, according to the Hypotheſis of the more modern 
' Plaramiſts, who tho they held the Eternity of the World, yet likewiſe owned 

,alÞ things .to be governed; by, God's Providence : And therefore if ;on this 
Suppolition, Mankind could nothe well-governed, nor preſerved, without in- 
Hitting of Capital. Puniſhments for great Crimes, and that they'are necetlary 
for its peace and preſervation; :it is likewiſe as neceſſary, that there ſhould be 
ſome Judge appointed by. Gofl to infli& them, which 1n the State of Nature 
can'be only the Lead; or: Maſter of a Family; as after Civil Government is 
once inſtituted, 1r belpngs to the Civil-Sovereign; or Commonwealth. And 
this T hope will ſerve to anfwer: your Scrtple;, how 44em,-or any other Ma- 
ſter of a ſeparate Family, may very well be.endued wih' this' great Power of 

Life and Death, by the Law: of Nature , withour ſuppoſing any Charter 

granced;him, for it by Divine ;Revelation ;-0r elſe depending upon/his Chil- 

drens conlent for his exerciſe of it. 12 ToE- 04, 1-t Nt 
But before I -fatther corifider,) whether this Power of Adam, or of any 
other Father, or Maſter, be perpetualor nor, and extends ariy-farther than his 
ownFamilygivethe:leveto examine, Whether or no Children; when grown 
to years of Difereniqn, :and ever whilſt they 'contirne Members of their Fa- 
ther's-Family, may-nioc in ſome Caſesichop/Logick with him: (as you :caltir) 
and nor only queſtion, butjudge whether their Commands'be reafonable, or 
i | 10a. i: Jawhkul, or not ;- or Blſe: 2braham (for example) tuaſt haveacai- 
Hig, Jol.',. ficed to Jdals, berauſe his Farheribid him. :WhereasFoſophws tells 
- xt, 146:1- US, He Fither:chife to. quit his Goantrey, (ant his Father's Houft, | Shar 
>6. >. 2: sf to fu againſt God: And'therefore I'think you'camnnor.deny;bur it 

Hysbands, ar: Farhers command their Wives or Children to do 
any-thing that 15 'morally unlawfal,or contrary to the Laws of God,or Nature, 
they may lawfwly (nay ate obhiged)-nat ro obey ſuch unlawful Commands. 
3. I ſhall fo far agree with you, That.if the thing command- 
B. P;\P; ed be apparently contrary to the Laws'of God; and Nature; that 
$8..43. - rliey-are not obliged to abey their Commands ;. bue they mult 'be 
evidently, and apparently fo, before they: thus rake/upon them 
to: refuſe obedience to them ; otherwiſe I deny that their Conſcience, how- 
ever miſguided, ought to be any excuſe, or juſt ground of their diſobedience. 
For if their Conſcience be truly grounded upon the Laws of God, or Nature, 
that will excuſe them ; bur if ir be not , Conſcience withour ſuch a Law, 
can never do it. And yet this non-performance of the unlawful-Commands 
of the Husband, or Father, ' may very well conſiſt without any Anarchy, or 
diſorder in the Family, fince the Wife and Children muſt always yield him 
an a&ive obedience, in performing all his Commands ; or elſe a paſhve one, 
in ſubmitting to Whatever harſh uſage, or puniſhment ſuch a Husband, or 
Father,ſhall pleate. ro exerciſe,or inflift upon them for their non-performance 
of. them, tho, never ſo'unſawtul. Bur yet certainly in all poflible and indiffe- 
rent things, Children are bound to yield, not only a paſſive, but an attvie 
obed eaxce to their Father's Commands. For if his Children ſhould have a ] = 
berry to judge of his Commands, whether they are reaſonable, or not, whar 

can eniue but Anarchy and Confuſion in all Families ? 

# Well, I am glad we are fo far agreed, that a Wife and Children wen; 
{tare 
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Rate of Nature have liberty to juflge of their Husband's and Father's Com- 
mands, whether they are lawfal, or nor, and alſo to diſobey them, when they 
are not ſo': And T think T may carry this a lictle farther, and affirm , Thar 
ſuch'Wife and Children ought'not-ro obey the Commands of ſuch a Husband 
or Father, though they are nor really contrary to ſuch Divine, or Moral Laws, 
but only-erroneouſly ſuppoſed fo by them ; and therefore moſt Caſuiſts agree, 
That even an erroneous Conſcience does oblige, 'as long as a man lies un- 
der that miſtake.For St. Paul tells us,Whatſoever 15 not of faith,is ſm,Rom. r4.Nay 
farther, Sach an erroneous Conſcience may excuſe a man before God, if his - 
ignorance was not wilful, bur invincible, and not proceeding from his own * 
faulr'; but of this no man can judge , but God alone, and the Party whioſe 
Conſcience it is ; and therefore ſuch a Husband , or Father, can have no 
Right or Authority to compel their Wives and Children to perform ſuch 
Commands , becauſe the Will ought always to follow the Di&ates of the 
Underſtanding ; and thereſore they ſhould not be forced to do that which 
they judge contrary to God's Moral , or Divine Law ; ſince Conſcience? may 
be inſtrufed, but can never be forced. Neither will your diſtinQion of an Aftive 
and Paſſive Obedience help you in this matter ; For Aftive Obedience I un- 
derſtand well enough ; but as for Paſſive Obedience, I think it is next door 
to that we call a Bull, or Nonſenſe. And to prove this, I ſhall give you this 
plain Inſtance; Suppoſe you had a Few to your Servant, and ſhould com- 
mand him to do you ſome work or other on a Saturday, which he judged a 
breach of the Fourth Commandment , that forbids him to work on the 
Seventh Day, ( or Sabbath ) and you being very angry, ſhould cudgel him 
ſoundly for this refuſal ; whereupon he tells 'you, That you may beat him 
as long as you pleaſe, he would not reſiſt, but yield a paſſive obedience ; but 
yer could not perform your Commands. IT ask you now , Whether you 
would reſt ſatisfied that this Jewiſh Servant had ſufficiently performed what 
you bad him, by ſubmitting to your cudgelling ? and whether your Dinner 
or Horſe would not be as much undreſs'd after rhis ſort of paſſive obedience, 
as it was before? 

M. Perhaps indeed this Phraſe of Paſſive Obedience may be ſomewhat im- 
proper,and may be more properly termed an abſolure Subje&ion,or Submiſſi- 
on; but it is all one what we call iit,as Jong as you underſtand what we mean, 
ſince ſuch Submiſſion doth ſufficiently avoid that Anarchy and confufion 
which would neceſlarily follow,in caſe it were lawful for Wives,or Children, 
in any Caſe whatſoever, to reſiſt their Husbands, or Fathers, though for the 
defence of life it ſelf; ſince no Government can be maintained, where the 
"RO governed have a right to reſiſt their Superiors, or Governors, in any 
Cale. ; 

F. I grant indeed that no Government can be maintained where P. n. M. 
the Parties governed reliſt their Superiors or Governors in the due p: 110, 
exerciſe of their Power ; but when they exceed thoſe limits, they 
ceaſe to a& as true Superiors, or Governors ; and therefore when inſtead of 
Husbands, or Fathers, - they prove Deſtroyers of their Families, I doubt not 
but they may then be lawfully reſiſted by them. For ſuppoſe ſuch a Father of 
a Family ſhould in a furious or drunken fit go about to kill his Wife, or one 
of his innocent Children, can any body think rhis was Treaſon againſt the 
Monarch of the Family, if his Wite, or one of his Sons, ſhould reſcue her ſe!f 
or this innocent Cluld out of his hands by force, if they could not otherwiſe 


quiet him *. 
| CG M. This 
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at. This ſuppoſition; of Madneſs, .or Drankenneſs, 1n Fathers 

8. Þ. P. of Families,; youGentlemen of Commonwealth Principles make 
Sed. 47. - great uſe of, to juſtify your DoQrine of Reſiſtance ; and 1 know 
no reaſon why you might not extend it as well to Anger, 

Luſt, or any other Paſſion that. a man 1s ſubjeQ ro ; and have given all the 
World a power to judge when a man is drunk, or mad, as well as his Wife, 
Children, or Servants ; nor do I know why you ſo much inſiſt upon it, but 
becauſe the Authors from whence you it, are ſo mn love with Rebellion 
and Diſorder, that they ſeek and catch at every opportunaty to recommend 
xt to the World. Burt, 1 enemy had you a W i, Child, or —_ the 
ſhould take rhe liberty of controling you upon this pretence, you would be 
moreenraged with the Reaſon of theReſiſtance,than with the Reſiſtance it ſelf. 
F. Iam(forry, Sir, any thing I have faid can ſo far tranſport youto paſſion, 

as to make ſuch unkind Refle&ions upon your Friends ; but pray be not ſo 
hot; Is itnot poſſible that a Maſter, or Father, in the State of Nature, may be 
mad, or drunk ? ' 
M. Yes; And is it not poſſible alſo that the Wife may be fo 
B. P. P. too? Now ſuppoſe they ſhould mutually chargs each other with 
Ibid. madneſs, or drinking too much, who ſhall jadge betwixt them ? 
What horrible confuſion muſt, this introduce into all Societies, to give 
Inferiors a power to judge their Superiors to be mad,or drunk,and thereupon 
ro reſiſt, and oppoſe them with force ? Bur if it doth at any time happen ; 
Wives, Children and Servants, that are dutiful, may have ways to appeaſe 
their Husbands, Fathers, or Maſters, when mad, or drunk, without reſiſting 
or fighting them ; as by getting out of the way, or by ſubmiſſion , Prayers 
and tears, which Nature hath taught them on ſuch occaſions to make uſe 
of, and which is a thouſand times a better method, than thoſe violent Courſes 


you propoſe. 


F. All I defireof you in this Converſation, is, that you would be pleaſed to 


believe, I do not argue out of any love to Rebeilion, or Diſorder, or that I 
deſire to encourage it in private Families, much le\s to recommend it to the 
World:; only what I ſpeak, is purely our of a delire of the happineſs and pre- 
fervation of Mankind; and I hope I ſay no more, than what all ſober men 
wall allow. may be every day prailet in private Families ; and therefore, 
ſince you will needs have it, 
to Madneſs, or Drunkenneſs alone, but eyen to Anger, Luft, or any other 
orbitant Paſſion a man can be ſubje& to; and I do likewiſe give all the 
World a power to judge when ſuch a man is mad, or furiouſly paſſionate, 
as well as his Wite, Servants or Children, if in thoſe drunken or mad fits he 
goeth abour to kill them, or any elſe. For I think in that caſe, you will not 
deny,but any honeſt Neighbour may ſtep in,and bind him,or hold his hands, 
and ſo may likewiſe the Wife or Children themſelves. As ſuppoſe this Father 
or Husband ſhould be ſo far tranſported with paſſton, or luſt, as to go about 
© kill his Wife, or raviſh his Daughter ; I hope you will not deny, but they 
may lawfully cetiſt him, if they can neither run away, nor yet pacify him by 
{ubmiſhon, prayers, or tears, which I grant are much better methods, if they 
may prevail ; But what if they can neither get away, nor yet any of thoſe 
entle means, you propoſe, can work any good upon. him, what ſhall r 
then? , Ean;any one believe that God hath appointed an innocent Wife, 
or Children, to be made a. Sacrifice to-the madneſs, drunkenneſs, paſſion, or 
Juſt of ſuch a Father, or Husband ? And as for the Caſe you put, Where the 
Husband 


do extend this Power of Reſiſtance, nor only - 
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Husband or Wife ſhould charge each other with madneſs, or drinking too 
much, who ſhould judge between them? Ir is a meer Cavil ; for as long as 
they only fall out, and only brangle, it is no matter whether there be any 
Judge, ornot. -But if ir proceeds to blows, and they are like to miſchief or kill 
each other, no doubt bur the Children or Nojghbours may come in, and parc 
them; and may either hold,or fhur up one,or both of them,till they are ſober. 
M. Pray, Sir, let us leave this touchy Diſcourſe concerning Self. defence, 
till anon, when we ſhall have occaſion to fall more naturally ypon it. Sup- 
poſe then Iſhould at preſent grant you, That a Wife or Children may (in caf 
of ſuch extremities as may happen to them by the madneſs, or drunkenneſs 
of the Husband, or Father reſtrain, or refiſt his vioknce, in cafe no ather 
means can prevail ; whatisthis:to-difobeying his Commands, or reſiſting him 
when he is ſober? -which certainly they have no rishr ro do:' But to come as 
near you as poſſible I can,and to/ler you ſee Fam not a man of 2 domineering 
temper, and who approve of unneceſſary Severities, or unnatural Rigours, 
either in Maſters of Families, Husbands, or Fathers; I grant thatno Father, or 
Maſter of a Family, has any rightto puniſh, or pue to death the meaneſt of his 
Slaves, mnch leſs his Children, withour a ſufficient cauſe ; or that he may ſell 
bis Children, or otherwiſe tyrannize over them by crue] uſage, or too ſevere 
puniſhments, fince:they are not only part of his own Subſtance, and to whoin 
by the order of the Creation he gave a being,bue was alſo (as you wellobſerve) 
ardained by God for-their TR and prefexrvation, as they were alſo (as 
well as his Wife) for his conſtant help, comfort and ſubſiſtence ; and there- 
fore they were, as much, or more, made for him , as he for them, as it is 
plain concerning the Wife from the Text in Geneſis , when Go# ſaid, 1t is not 
good that the man ſbould be alonz, I will make him a helip-meet for him; Gen, 2-17. 
(wiz.) the'Woman ; and therefore, as her ſubje&ion toher Husband is perpe- 
tual, as long as the lies, ſo likewiſe is that'of the Children in whom he acqui- 
reth a Property: by their Education for ſo many years ; which T'Jook up- 
on as 2 greater obligation. than their Generation ; and over both whom he 
muſt, in the State of Nature, havean abſolute power of life and death ; which 
though I grant he may happen ſometimes to abuſe, yet I ſuppoſe no perſon 
living hath any right in thar ſtate to refift him in the execution of it, much 
leſs to call him to an account, or puniſh hina for the Male-adminiſtration of 
his Power: And; you have granted, that che'Husband in the ſtate of Nature 
hath a power of life and death over his Wife , if ſhe murthers her Children, 
er commits any other abominablefin againſt Natyre ; and that then ſhe may 
be juſtly cut-off from the Family, and punifh'd -as an Enemy to Mankind, 
and fo. certainly may his Children too. But what 'needT ſay any more « 
this Sabje&, when you have not as yet anſwered my former Arguments con- 
cerning the abſotuceneſs and iperpeturty of this Conjugal ' Subje&ion, (and 
that, which - wall. likewiſe follow from | it ) the conſtant ſervice and 
ſubjeftion of Wives and Children to ther: Fathers in the ſtate of Nature. 
Thenefore - pray; Sir , ler us return again-to-that Head, and let' me hear 
what you have-to objet againftthoſe Reaſons T have brought for it. 
F.\I-beg your: patdon ,i Sir, .if1 have' not kept fo cloſe to the point as f 
might have done ; but you may thank your ſelf for it, who brqughr me off 
from what I was going farther to tay on' that Head, by your 'difcourſe of 
Paſſive Obedience and Non-reſiftance, and I know'not what ſtrange unintel- 
ligible Power of Life and Death conferred by God on 4dam, as a Husband, 
and.a'Father. Bur firlt give meleave —_ to prove, that this OE 
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the Wife is neither abſolute, nor irrevocable. For proof of which T ſhall lay 
down theſe Principles. _ 1. That the Wife in the ſtate of Nature, when ſhe 
ſubmits her ſelf ro the-power of her Husband,' does it to hve 'as: happily as 
ſhe did before,. or rather, to enjoy. more of the comforts of life than-in a ſin- 
gle ſtate. 2. That therefore ſhe did not renounce either her own happineſs 
or ſelf-preſervation.. 3. Neither did the make him the ſole and abfolure Judge 
of the means that may conduce to theſe ends : for it this were ſo,let him uſe 
her never ſo cruelly, or ſeverely, ſhe could have no cauſe to cenſure him, 
or complain in the leaſt againft him. 4. If ſhe have not ſo abſolutely given 
up her Will to his, ſhe is ſtill Judge when ſhe 1s well uſed by him; orelſe ſo 
cruelly, that ir is no longer to be endured. . And therefore if ſuch a Huſ- 
band will not allow his Wife ſufficient Food;and Raiment, and other neceſ- 
Gries; or that he uſes her cruelly, by beating, or other puniſhments, or hath 
endeavoured to take away her life; in all theſe caſes i the ſtate of Nature, 
and where there is no Superior Power to complain, or appeal to, ſhe may 
certainly quit him ; and I think ſhe is not bound to return, or cohabit with 
him again, until ſhe is ſatisfied he is ſorry for his former cruel treatment of 
her, and 1s reſolved to make amends for the future. . But whether this Re- 
pentance be real,or not,ſhe only'can be Judge;fince ſhe can anly judge of her 
own happineſs, and the meansof her preſervation. And the | end of: Matri- 
mony being for their mutual happineſs, and help to each other ; if he have 
broke his part of the CompaQtſhe is then ſo far diſcharged from hers,and'con- 
ſequently in the meer ſtate of Nature (which is that we are now talking of) 
the Yinculum Matrimonii (as you Civilians term it) will de likewiſe diſſolved : 
So likewiſe if ſuch a Husband, for no juſt cauſe, or crime in the Wife, bur 
only to be rid of her, ſhould endeavour to take away her life, as ſuppoſe to 
ſtrangle her in her fl:ep, or the like, no doubt but ſhe may ;(notwithftanding 
your Conjugal ſubjeton) reſiſt him. by force, and ſave herlife; until ſhecan 
call in her:Children , or Fanily, for her reſcue and afliftince ; who. fure 
may alſo, notwithſtanding this-abſolute Deſpotick Power you place in their 
Father,or, Maftez,reſcure her from his rage and malice whether he will or not : 
Nay they are bound to-do it, unleſs they will be Acceffaries to her Murther. 
M, Theſe are dqubtful;Caſes at beſt, and do very ſeldom happen; and: a 
Husband can ſcarce ever be ſuppoſed to be ſo wicked, as to hate, and deſtroy 
his own Fleſh, and therefore! we need not make Laws on purpoſe for Caſes 
that ſo rarely happen. ; - T#T6E ; | ; 

- F, Rarely happen;! I ſee you are not very. converſant at the O// Baily,nor at 
our Countrey Aflizes ; where if you pkaſe to-come, you may often hear of 
Caſes of this nature; and I wonder you: that are a Civilian, and: haveſo:many 
Matrimonial Cauſes in your SpiritualCourts,brought byWirves for Separation, 
propter Savitiam,'&c. thould doubt wherher Husbands do often uſe their 
Wives ſo ul, that it is not to be endured. But if the Wife have theſe Privi- 
leges, pray tell me why the Children-ſhall not have the ſame,iaccording to 
your own. Maxime of paring Sequitur Ventrem, ſince the SubjeQion:of Chil- 
dren muſt be according to your own Principles, of theſame nature with thar 
ff he Mother; and then pzay what:becomes of this: abſolute and. perpetual 
jettion you; taſk of ?; |. 144d {lr TT $1141 The 
 M. Net I hope you will not affim, but thar Children are under higher ob- 
ligations of Duty and Obedience to their Father, than a Wiſe is ro her Huſ- 
band, with whom perhaps ſhe may in ſome caſes be upon equal terms ; bur 
Children can never be ſo inzeſpett of their Father, to whom they are. always. 
act $ inferior, 
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inferior, and ought to be abſolutely ſubjeCt in the ſtate of Nature (that is) be- 
fore Civil Laws have reſtrained Paternal Power. 

_F. I thank you Sir, for bringing .me ſo naturally to the other Head T 
was coming. to, and I agree with you in your other Maxim , of Quicquid 
ex me O&. uxore mea: naſcutur in poteſtate mea eſt, yet not in your ſenſe; For if 
I ſhould grant, that the Father's Power over the Child, commences from 
his Power over the Mother by her becoming his Wife, and ſubmitting her 
ſelf, and conſequently all the iffue that ſhould be begotten of her, to her 
Husband's Power; yet ( as I have proved already) in caſe of the Wife, 
ſo I think I may affirm the ſame in that of the Children, Thar they are 
not deliver'd by God ſo abſolutely to the Father's Will, or diſpoſal, as that 
they have no Right, when they attain to years of diſcretion, to ſeek their 
own happineſs and preſervation in another place, in cafe the Father uſes 
them as ſlaves, or el{e goes about to take away their Lives withour any juſt 
cauſe, ſince when Children are at thoſe years, I think they are by the Laws 
of Nature ſufficient Judges of their own happineſs , or miſery, that is, 
whether they are well, or ill uſed ; and whether their Lives are in danger, 
or not,; by their Father's Cruelty... | 
' For tho I grant . that Children conſidered as ſuch, are always inferior to 
their Parents; yet I muſt likewiſe affirm, that in another reſpe&, as they 
are men, and make ;a part of that great aggregate body of mankind, they 
are in all points equal to them ;. that is, as the Parents have a right to Life, 
Happineſs, and Self-preſervation, ſo have they likewiſe, and conſequentially 
to all neceſſary; means thereunto, ſuch as Food, Cloaths, Liberty (T mean 
from being uſed as Slaves). which Principles, if true, will likewiſe ſerve 
for a farther proof againſt that abſolute Property, and Dominion, you ſup- 
poſed to be conferred on 44am over the Earth, 'and all things therein, ex- 
cluſive to that of his Wife and Children. For if. they had a right to a Being 
and Selfpreſervation, whether he would or not, ſo had they likewiſe ro 
all the means neceſſary thereunto ; and he was not only obliged to provide 
Food and Raiment for his Children, whilſt *they were unable to do it for 
themſelves, but alſo when they grew up to years of diſcretion, they might 
take it without his aſſignment, and this by virtue of that Grant in Geneſss, 
I before quoted, And God ſaid, Gen. 1, ( viz. to. the Man and the Woman, 
and in them to all mankind then in. their Loins ) Behold, 7 have given you 
every herb bearing ſeed which is pon the face of the earth, &c. behild, to you it 
ſhall be for meat. . So that ſure you were too raſh, in affirming with Sir R. # 
That a Son, a Slave, and a Servant, were all one at the firſt : For I hope I have 
proved the Father doth not acquire any abſolute Property in the perſon of the 
Son, either by his begetting him, or bringing him up ; for then I grant, a Sor 
azd a Slave would be all one. Bur if you pleaſe better to conſider it, you 
will find, that Fathers were never ordained by God for perpetua! Lords an 
Maſters over their Children, but raiher as Tutors and Guardians, till they are 
of years of diſcretion, and able ro ſhift for themſelves; God having deſigned 
the Father to beget, and bring up his Child, not for his'own intereſt, or ad= 
vantage only, -but rather for the Child's happineſs and preſervation, which 
by the Laws of God -and Nature he is bound to procure : For as it 1s the 
Son's Duty never to do any AQtion that may make his Father repent his be- 
getting, or bringing hint up ; ſo on the other fide, the Father ought not to. 
treat his San fo ſeverely, as to make him weary of his Family, muctr 


tis. of lus Life. Ir is the Apoſtle's precept, Epheſ. 6. 4. Parents provoke 
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no? pb Children to wrath; which certainly he knew they were apt to do, or 
elſc that precepts had been needlefs. Now pray tell me, if 4dam had ufed 
orie of his Sons ( whiontt he foved worſe than'the reſt) ſo' cruelly, as to 
Take kin 2 Slave inftezt of a Sott, and when prown a Mati, ſhould have 
put hin to all the fervile and hard labour imaginable, with ſearce Viftuals 
enough to live upon, .of Cloaths to cover him, Whar nuaft this Son have 
done? born all patiefirly ? Or elfe do you think ir had been a damnable 
fin, if he had fled into the Land of Ned, to Carr his elder Brorher ? 
M. To anſwer your Queftion, I think in the firft place it 
B. -B. P. had; for Ido noronly take Caiz ro have: been rhe firſt Mucder- 
£.2.St#.9. er, bur Rebel roo; and inthe nextplace this Queſtion is need- 
teſs; for - it can ſcares be fuppoſed, that ever 44am, ot any 
Father can be ſo wicked afid Hl-natur'd, as to ufe x Son thus cruelly wirh- 
out ſome juſt occaſion ; bur-if he had, I think he ought ro have endured 
any thing from his Father, tather than have left him withour his leave, 
ſince T cannot ſee how Childzen can ever fer themſelves free from their Fa- 
ther's Power, whether they will 6r no. i oa 
F. If that be the condition of, Children, fey ate then, infledd of Sons, 
as abſolute Staves as any in Turkey, whenevet theit Farher pfeaſes. Bur you 
have already granted, . that Fathefs ought not to ufe their Children tfike 
Slaves, nor- toſell them for fuch to ofhefs; A 
nels for Cz», yet I know riot whit wartahr you have ro call him Rebel ; 
T am ſure neither the Scriptute, hor Joſephas, mentior his oing to the Land 
of Nod, as an offence committed againſt his King and Father 44am ; but 
rather as a, piece of compliance, or obedience to Gotl's Sentence, who had 
made zrpart of his Gunle fo tha. LN OOH 0M 4? 
. Mol {21 for much trouble my {elf whetfiet Tai# was a Rebef of nor ; 1 
6nly, tell; you, whax fone learned 'mmeni have. thought of his quitting his 
Country ;. but as for-other Children, tho Tgritirtheir Fathers oughr nor to 
ute them like Slaves; yet if they ſhould happen.to do 16, T think ſuch Chil- 
dren ought to bear it as a Judgment inflicted by God for their Sins, and 
ſhould not by any means ſet themſelves free, tho their Fathers uſe them 
never ſoſeverely, fince it js. God's. will they ſhould be born, and continue 
ander the power of ſuch ſevere Fathers. = £ OILED 
. F, But pray, Sir, tell me, whiar if this Son had falken into the power of 
a.Stranger who would thus make a Shave of him ,” Was he likewiſe bound 
to bear this as a punaſhment from God for his Sins, and might he' by no 
means fet himſelf free ? Since this,could not happen without God's per- 
miſſive Providence at leaſt, and I think-you will ſcarce prove it more m 
the Caſe of the Father, unleſs you will allow God to be the Author of Ty- 
xanny and Oppreſlion. _ , | : 
.- AL I Grant that 4 Man that is made a Slave to a Stranger by force, with- 
put. juſk cauſe given, by him, may ſer. himſelf free by what means he can ; 
Bur I deny he 2: 1 the ſame Liberty in reſpe& of his Father, fince the Fa- 
ther's, power over him is from God, and ſpjs not the Stranger's. | | 
. \F, What power of the Father do you mean? "Thar bf making his Son a 
Slave, or of uſing him as a Father ought to uſe a Son ? The krter of theſe 
I very well underſtand to be from God, but not the former; And if the 
Father harh no ſuch power from God, I cannot ſee how it can be any a& 
of diſobedience in a Son to Took to his own Liberty, and Preſervarion, 
fince Cruelty and' T'vriniy can never be Prerogatives of Patetnat Power, 
as you ycur ie'f confeſs. M. I 
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M. T grant, indeed, a Father harh no ſuch Power from God to treat his 


Son thus erally ; bur if he does, I fay apain, That God having ordained 


the Son to be abſolutely ſubje& to his Father, he muſt endure it, ler the con- 
ſequence of it be what it will: And Tfuppoſe you will nor detiy, bur that 
in caſe of neceſſity , as when a Farther hath nor wherewithal to nouriſh, 
and breed up his Children, he may ſel], or affign his intereſt in them to any 

on who will undertake to provide for their Noutiſhment and Education; 
and that the Children fo ſold, or aſſigned, do thereby become abſolute Ser- 
vants to the perſon to whom they were thus affigned as long as they lived ; 
and why this ſhould be their condition in reſpe& of a Stranger, and not fo. 
to their Father, I can ſee no Reaſon, fince their Father would have been at 
as much trouble and charge for their Education as the Strariger. Lþ 

F. I fo far go along with you, that in caſe of ſuch neceſſity as you men-- 
tion, a Father may fell, or affign the preſent intereſt in his Child to a Stran-- 
cer; yet I cannot fee any Reaſon that this Sale, or Aſſignement, ſhould 
confer ſo abſolute a Property in the Perſon of this Child, as that therefore 
he ſhould be a Slaveto this Maſter, or Foſterer, as long as he lived, ſince ad- 
micting that the Farher, or orher perſon who takes upon him that Care , may 
perhaps juſtly claim a Right in the Service ot Labour of the Child, ro farisfy 
them for their trouble and charge in bringing him up; yet it doth not 
therefore follow, that this Service is due as long as the Child lives, but ra« 
ther until ſuch time as they can make their Labour ſatisfy them for their 
Charge and Trouble in keeping hit, which may very well be by that time 
the Child artains to T'wenty five yearsof Age at fartheſt ; and' there are thoſe 
that have offered, to breed up and maintain all the Foundlings, and Baſtard 
Children in Exgland, if they may be bound to ferve them until about that 
Age ; ſo thatI ſeeno reaſon, why a few years of Education, ſhould give any 
Man a right over anothet's perſon as long as he lived: 

Bur if you urge, that the Child owed his Life to his Father, or Foſterer, 
fince without his aſſiſtance he muſt have periſhed, and therefore the Service 
of the Child's whole Life is but little enough ro recompence it: To this I 
anſwer, That the Parents are under an abſolute obligation, by the Laws of | 
God and Nature, to' breed up their Child, and they fin, if they do nor per- 
form it as they ought ; the end of a Father being chiefly for the breeding 
up, and preſervation of the Child, and therefore there is no reaſon he 
ſhould acquire ſuch a property in him, merely becauſe he did his Duty ; 
And the Duty of a Farther being to better the condirion of his Son, and nor 
to make it worſe, 1] doubt whether an abſolute and perpetual Servitude, or 
Dearh it ſelf, were the betrer bargain ; and if this Right will not hold for 
the Father himſelf, much leſs will it for a Foſterer, ſince he js likewiſe 
obliged by the Laws of Nature, and common Humanity, as well as by his 
Contra& with the Father, to breed up this Child fo affigned him ; and not to - 
let him periſh, if he be able ro breed him up. Nor ought this Father's or Fo- 
ſterer's temporal advantage, which he may make of this Child, to be the 
principal end of his undertaking, bur the doing good to mankind, and the 
advantage he may reap thereby, is ro be conſidered only as an encourage- - 
ment, and not as the only motive to this IMuty, ſince he is obliged rodo the 
fame thing, rho he were ſure the Child would either dye, or be raken away 
from him, before he could be with him half long enough to fatisfy him 
for his Charge. 
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Neither doth this reaſon hold true even according to the Scripture Rules 
_ of gratitude, That a Man hath a-right to exa&t of one to whom he hath done 
. a-Courrteſy, or beſtowed a Benefit;-a return as great as the benefit beſtowed ; 
- ſince this were not Beneficence,- but meer Bartering, -or Exchange ;: and a 
Man who had his Life ſaved by another's aſſiſtance; Cuppelo by pulling him 
out of the Water) muſt be obliged by this Principle to ſubmir his Life to his 
diſpoſal ever after. And therefore I defire you would give me ſome better 
Reaſons, why ſuch a Son ought to be ſo abſolutely ſubje&t to his Father's 
Power, as that it is not lawful for him upon any account whatſoever to frec 
himſelf from it, let his Father uſe him never ſo cruelly or ſeverely. 
M. We, Sir, ſince you deſire it, I will give you the beſt Reaſons T have 
why God cannot permit ſo unreaſonable a Liberty as this would give to all 
Children, in caſe they ſhould make uſe of it whenever they thought fit ; and 
therefore God hath ordained it thus, to take away all thoſe pretences of un- 
dutifulneſs and diſobedience which Children might make, ſhonld they be 
permitted to be their own Judges, when they might quit their Father's Fa- 
mily withour his leave ; which pretence of cruel uſage they would be ſure 
to make uſe of, thereby-to leave their Parents'upon every ſlight occaſion,ſay- 
ing, That their Fathers were ſo cruel and ſevere, that there was no living 
with them any longer ; when, indeed, it was not ſo, but on the contrary, no 
juſt cauſe of complaint againſt them, more than bare correQting them for 
their Faults, and ſo the Father might be bereft of any, nay, all his Children 
who ſhould be helpful and ſerviceable to him in his old Age, which would 
breed great confuſton and inconveniences in Families, eſpecially in the State 
of Nature, as in the Caſe you have put concerning Adam's Sons, they being 
the only Servants he could have to make uſe of on all occaſions. 
. F. I deſire you in the firſt place to take notice, That I put this Caſe con- 
cerning 4dam by way of ſuppoſition only ; not bur that I have a better opi- 
nion of our firſt Parent (notwithſtanding his Fall)than to believe him ſo i11- 
natur'd, or that he was ever ſo cruel as to uſe his Children thus hardly. But 
in this depraved ſtate of Nature ſuch unnatural Rigours and Cruelties in Fa- 
thers, as well as Diſobediencein Children, is but too frequeut, which no man 
needs to doubt of, that will but conſult theCuſtom of diversNations in Africa, 
and other Countries at this day,where they ſell their Sons for Slaves, and ex- 
erciſe this FacherlyPower with the greateſt Tyranny and Rigor; uſing them as 
Slaves,or ſelling them to others for ſuch _ as they want. Andif you think 
it againſt the Law of Nature for ſuch Children , when they ſee themſelves 
ready to be ſold to work in the Mines in Pers, or Sugar-works at Barbaaves, 
to run away into another Countrey to avoid ſuch a Condition, which is as bad 
or worſe than death, you may enjoy your own opinion ; butI am ſure you'll 
have but few Proſelytes, but ſuch as are of the like Arbitrary Principles; and 
as for your Pretence, that if Children ſhould be allowed to judge when their 
Fathers treated them too ſeverely, or like Slaves, they would all run away, 
that is but a Subterfuge : For firſt, it is a needleſs Caution, Children being , 
when young, not apt to leave their Parents who have bred them up, upon 
whom they depend for their ſubſiſtence, and to whom, if they are treated 
like Children, they ſeldom fail to bear a natural Duty and AﬀeQtion ; and 
it well uſed, they will, when of years of diſcretion, be likewiſe willing to 
wy with them, and look after them when Sick,or O!d not only for Duty,but 
alſo for rheir own advantage, and in hopes of having a ſhare in what Goods, 


or Eftatzs they may leave behind them when they dye. Burt if, when they 
come 
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come to years of diſcretion, they can better their condition by marrying, and 
leaving their Fathers Family, their Parents are bound in conſcience to ler them 
go, ſince it is their duty to better che condition of their Children, and nor to 
make it worſe : Always provided that ſuch Children either take care of their 
Parents themſelves, or elſe hire others to do ir for them, it cafe they wanr 
their affiſtance by reaſon of their old Age, Poverty or Sickneſs; bur if Chit- 
dren may not quit their Fathers Families, th6 they are never ſo hardly or (e- 
verely dealt with, the conſequence will be, that Fathers may keep cheir Chil- 
dren as Slaves as long as they live, th& it were to a hundred years, or elie may 
ſell them to others, to be uſed worſe if poſſible ; the abſurdity cf which afſer- 
tions, and how contrary to rhe common good of Mankind, 1 might leave to any 
indifferent Perſon to judge of. | 

Therefore, I think, I may very well (according to the learned Grorias) di- 
vide the lives of Children into three Periods of Ages. The firft is the Period 
of Infancy or imperfe& Judgment, before the Child comes to be able to exer- 
cife his reaſon. The ſecond js the Period of perfe& Judgment or difcrerion, 
yer whilſt the Child continues fi1]l part of his Fathers Family. The third is, 
after he hath left his Farhers, and entered into another Family, or ſers up a Fa- 
mily himſelf. Tn the firſt Pericd, all the aRions of Children are under the ab- 
ſolure Government of their Parcnts : For ſince they have nor the uſe of reaſon, 
nor are able to judge what 15 good or bad for themſelves, they could nor grow 
up nor be prefery'd, unleſs their Parents judged for them what means beſt con- 
duced to this end ; yet this Power 1s ſtill ro be direRted to the principal end, v7. 
rhe good and preſervation of the Child, In the ſecond Period, when they are 
of Mature Judgment, yet continue part of their Fathers Family, they are ſtil 
under their Fathers Command, and ought to he obedient to it in all aRions 
which rend ro the good of their Fathers Family and concerns. And in both 
theſe Ages, I allow the Father has a Right to make his Children work, as well 
to enable them to get their own living, as alſo to recompence himſelf for the 
pains and care he has taken, and the charge he may have been ar in their Edu- 
cation, and alfo to corre& them 1n caſe they refuſe to work or obey his Com- 
mands. Put in other a&ons, the Children have a Power of a&ing freely, yet 
ſtill with a reſpe& of gratiſying and pleaſing their Parents, ro whom they are 
obliged for their being and Education : Since without their care they could nor 
have atrain'd to that age, But this duty being not by force of any abfolute ſub- 
jea&ion, bur only of Piery, Gratitude and Obfervance, it does not make void any 
aQ, tg done contrary to their duty. The third 2nd laſt Period is, when the Son 
being of years of diſcrerion, either by marriage or otherwiſe, 1s ſeparzred from 
his Fathers Family. 1o which Caſe, he is in all a&jons free, and at his own 
diſpoſal, tho ſtill with reſpeR to thoſe duties of Piety and Obſervance, which 
ſuch a $on muſt always owe his Father, the Cauſe thereof being perperual, 

M. T muſt beg your pardon if I cannot come over to your opt- 
nion, notwithſtanding all you have ſaid in this long diſcourſe; F. 0.6. p, 
{;oce I caunot conceive, how in any Caſe Children can naturally 22.6, 
I:2ve a pwer or moral faculty of doing what they will withouc 
teir Paren'sIc: ve; fince they are always bound ro ſtudy to pleaſe them, and 
tho by the Laws of ſome Nations, Children when they attain to years of diſcre- 
:on, have a Power and Liberty in many actions, yet this Liherry is granred 
tra Þ; poarive and i1wumane Laws only, which are made by the Supream Fa- 

H therly 


5O B.b{joih:ca Politica. 


thecly Power of Princes, who can regulate, limite or aſſume the Authority of 
nfer:our Far ers for the publick benetic of the Commonwea'th. So rhat na- 
ruraliy the power of Parents over their Children never ceaſes by any ſeparations, 
th» by che permifÞvn of the rranſcendanr, Fatherly power of che Supream 
Prince, Children nay be difpens'd with or priviledged 1n ſome caſes from obe-. 
d:ence to lubordinace Parents. 

F, And I muſt beg your pardon, Sir, if I canrot alter my opinion in this 
matter, for ali char you have now fa'd, fince you can give me no better Rea- 
tons than what you did at firſt; ard tho you ſay, you cannot conceive how 
Ciuldren can ever in any caſe, have a power or meral faculry of doing what they 
w1l without cheir Parents leave, yet they may have ſuch power mm many caſes, 

wh<erther you can conceive it or no. For tho I dogrant, that Chil- 
P. n. t4. 20, dren are always bound to ſtudy to pleaſe their Parents, yet doth 
21. not this dury of gratitude or complacency include a full and per- 

feft D:minton of Fathers, 1n the ſtate of Narure over the Perſons 
of their Children, and an abſolute power over them 1n all caſes whatſoever, fo 
tht the Children caa 1i2ve no right ro conſult their own good orjpreſervation, 
owes :: it mav be endangered by their Fathers paſſion or 1I nature, ſince a 
Wife is always obliged to this (Guty of complacency to her Huſband: yet js nor 
thus (0 abſolure, but that in the Stare of Nature ſhe may quit his Family in 
thute Gaſes T have alr:ady mentioned, and againſt which you had nothing ro 
Ghi-t; and 1] deny your poficion, that Children when they attain to years of 
ditucertion, derive thar poiver, and liberty they uſe 1n many aRtons, from po- 
tirive Humane Laws only, or that the power which Parents naturally have over 
th:ir Children, can never ceaſe by any ſeparation, but only by the permiſſion 
oi the Father. 

For as for Bin, and divers others that have written on this SubjeR, they 
do no more than follow others, who have afſerted this ablolute power of Fa- 
thers upon no better grounds than the Civil or Roman Municipal Laws, with- 
Out ever troubling themſelves to look into the truc Original of Paternal Autho- 
ricy or Filtal Subj:Rion, according cothe Laws of Reaſon or Nature. And moſt 
Trieatiſcs of this Subje&t being commonly writ by Fathers, no wonder if they 
have been very exact in ſerting forth their own power over thelr Children, bur 
have ſaid litcie or nothing of the Rights of Children 1n the State of Nature, and 
therefore I ſhall facther ler you fee, chat this duty of Children, even of pleaſing 
or obeying their Parents, can only extend to ſuch things as they may reaſona- 
bly or Lawfully command. For ſuppoſe, that Adam had coimmarded tome of 
his Sons or Daughters never to marry, you cannot deny but this command had 
been void : ' that being the only means then appointed to propagate Mankind, ) 
for when there then lay a higher obligation upon them to cncreaſe and inulriply, 
tha there 1s now. they might then cerrainly have choſen Wives for themſelves, 
wh: n they were of years of diſcretion and capable of Marriage. 

And farther to ſhew you, that Children may in ſome Caſes ſeparate them- 
ſelves from their Fathers Family and SubjeQtion, without their Fathers conſear, 
is apparent, as co the Daughters, who If they were ar firſt obliged by this pre- 
cept to marry, might likewiſe do it whether he would or nor, and were to be 
obedient to their Huſbands when rhey were married, the obedience which the 
before owed to their Father, being now transferred to their Huſband, or elſe 
they muſt ſerve two Maſters, which 1s againſt onar Saviours Rule, by which tt 


appears, 
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appears, that the ſubje&ion of Daughters in the State of Nature 15 not perpe- 
tual : And to prove that Sons have a like Right ro ſeparate from their Fathers 
Family, let us ſuppoſe that Adam had been fo cruel, and wnnarural as ſome Fa- 
thers are, that being ovly ſenſible of che profit he received from his Sons la- 
bours, he would never have permitted them ro leave his Family, nor to en- 
joy any thing of their own, bur would have kepr them hke Slaves 25 !ong as they 
lived; if you affirm, that he mighc have done {o if he had pi-2ſcd, and that the 
Sons had no Lawful means to help themſelves, fince he oniy was Jud: whe- 
ther ever he thought fir ro ſer them free or not : You your ſelf have already 
granted the contrary, when you affirmed, that a Father had 25 Right to fell 
his Child as a Slave, and then ſure he can have as little Right to uſe him to 
himſelf, 

Burt as for what ycu ſay againſt that natural equality of Glildren to their Pa- 
rents conſidered as Men, you might eafily have underſtood 1t, if your thoughts 
were not ſo wholly taken up with this tranſcendanr 1maginary Empire of Fathers 
in rhe State of Nature, as if chey were ſome what more thin Men. For pray 
rell me, are they not equal, who have the ſame Right fro:u God to the ſame 
things 2 For if Fathers have a Right tolive and be preſerved, fo likewiſe have 
the Children, and if they have a Right to the end, they have likewiſe the ſame 
ro the means neceſliry thereunto, ſuch as are food, rayment. freedom from 
Slavery, &c. And if they are thus equal, they muſt lixewiſe when they: actain 
to years of diſcretion, be endued with a Power of judging for themſelves, con- 
cerning what things are neceſſary to their happineſs and preſervation, and what 
tends to their miſery or deſtrution , and conſequently may very well judge 
wherher their Fathers treat them kindly or cruclly ; for if the Father in the 
Srate of Nature 1s the ſole Judge of the means that conduce to his Sons happt- 
neſs and preſervation, without h1s conſent he may determine that Poverty, Sla- 
very and Torment, ſhall be fir means, and conducing to this end, which is a- 
gainſt ſenſe and reaſon z and tho 1 grant, that Sons may ſometimes be miſtaken 
in the true means that may lead ts theſe great ends of life, yer doth nor this take 
away their Right of judging for themſclves, any more than it doth the ſame 
Right from their Fathers, who as Men are ali> lyable ro the like miſtakes. 
Neither did any Slave or Subje& ever give up his will ſo totatly to his Maſter 
or Monarch, as abſolutely ro rencunce all Right to happineſs and felf-preſerva- 
tion, or to the means that may conduce thereunto, But I think, we have ſuF- 
ciently debated this grear point of the Natural Power of Fathers over their Chil- 
dren, and therefore. 

Let us in the next place conſider whether Children may not upon theſe Prin- 
ciples in ſome Caſcs make uſe alſo of elf defence, even againſt their Fathers, 
if rhey cannot otherwiſe avoid certain ruine and defirucion, therefore I will 
firſt ask you what you think of this Caſe? A Son inthe State of Nature being 
ſeparated from his Father's Family, and having Children and Houſe of his own, 


. what ſhall he doe in Caſe his Father, by the evil ſuggeſtions of a Stepmother, 


or other wicked Perſons, -be {o far incenſed againſt his Son; 'as to ſend Men to 

burn his Houſe, plunder him of his Goods, and deſtroy his Plantation ? 4 
M. If the Sou be abſolutely ſer free from his Farhers Family,and, Power, with 
his conſent, I do nor deny bur that ſuch a Son may refiſt thoſe ;Perſons his Fa- 
ther ſends to ruiue him and his Family, and may repel their violence by force, 
but I do not allow the Son the ſame power to reſiſt the Perſon of the Father, if 
he ſhogld come himſelf thus to deſtroy him. _ | ,; .-o 17 6 _— 
H '2 F. 
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F. Why 15? Do you think a Facher by being (0, hath any greater '-Ripht' ro 
deſtroy his Sewn ruine tis Family then a Seranger ? 4 "For 

M. No; bat becauſe the Perſon of a Father ought always to be eftecmed 
by the Son as Sacred as his Natural Prince, and if he ſhould have a Right to re- 
fiſt his Father by force, he might happen to kill him in rhe ſcuffle, which 
woul!| be a fin againſt Neture. | 

F. Well, ſuppoſe the worſt, would this be more a fin againſt Nature, than 
to ſuffer himſelf, Wife, and Innocent Children to bernrned out of all rhey have, 
and lefr to periſh by hunger and cold ? St. Paul ſays, Thar he that d1rh mor provide 
for his Family is wwſe than an Infidel, and I think fo would the Son be if for fear 

of 1arting his Fathers Perſon, he ſhould permit all his Family ro be expoſed 0 
cert2in beggery and ruine. | 

M. This precept of St. Paul obliges only, when a Man may provide for his 
Family by Lawful means, but nor when 1t cannot be procured but by doing 
whar is, unlawful, as I take this refiſtance of the Perſon of rhe Father to be, 

F. T grant indced that a Father, aQting as ſuch, is not to be refiſted, even 
when he-correRs his Son, but I ſuppoſe you will not ſay that in the Cafe I 
pur, he a&s as a Father, but an Enemy, when he goeth about withour any juſt 
occafion to kill or ruine him, unleſs you can ſuppoſe, that the will ro preſerve 
and deſtroy can confiſt rogerher in the ſame Subje& 3 neither can you affirm 
thar the Father hath any right to deal thus wickedly and violently towards 
his Son, and his Innocent Family. By what Law then muſt the Son be obliged 

'ro Sacrifice his own life, and that of Wife and Children, and all that he hath, to 
this imaginary Duty ? 

M. There ſeems to me two good reafons for it. The firſt 1s that gratitude 
which the Son muſt alwaycs owe his Father for His Being and Education, and 
therefore if he give up his Wife, Children, and all chat he hath to his" Will, ir 
would ſcarce be a ſufficient requital for all rhe Benefrrs he hath received from 


him. The ſecond is, becauſe no circumſtances wharſoever can 'take 'off or ob-: 


lirerare this Relation 5 and th6 'ris rrue your Father whilſt a&ing thus doth 
not deal with you as a Father, but an Enemy, yet he 1s ſtill your Father, and 
you are and will be always his Son do what you can, and ſo conſequently you 

will ſtill owe him SubjeRtion Por jt 1s a maxime nor only of 
B: P.P. $. 15. the Civil Law, but tharof Nature coo, and this moſt of all in the 

State of Nature, that :is, before Civil Laws had reftrained the 
Paternal Power, Fura Sanguinis nullo delifFo dirimi poſſunt, and: laſtly. from rhe 
fourth Commandment of, Honour thy Father, &c. Now no Man can render ho- 
hour ro him whom he goeth about to reſiſt, and ſo may alſo deſtroy. 


F. I confeſs 'you have urged this Argument as home as the ching will bear; 


bur Fer 1 think Iean fhew you, that the Son is fo far from a&ing againſt the Law 
of Nature in thus refiſting his Father, rhac I think he would rather cranſprels 
it if he aRed otherwiſe. Burfirſt to anſwer your Arguments, 1 deny, rhar'ei- 
ther Generation or Educarion do confer fo great a benefir, that a Mans obliged: 
to Sacrifice himſelf, his Wife, and Children, and all;he hath in rerucn ſor it, 
Firſt for Generation, I ſuppoſe you will nor mach infiſt on that, fince you muſt- 
ig#tc that a- Father doth not a&-in that marrer, as a voluntaty, but Natural A- 
*$enr; neither'is it in his Power to hinder the' Child rhat he gers from betng con-. 


-eejved'or born; 'neither did he ger him ſo much ro propagare his Species, as ro. 


(ratify his own prefentinarural-appetire. 


Then for Edycacion, which 1 grant is much the. greater obligation, fince. 
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by the former Tam only horn an irrational helpleſs Creature,” but by the other 


Iam .made a reaſonable Man, able ro-help- N—_— for my ſelf,,and knowin 
my duty to God and orher Men, yereven theſe obliganionsare not great pretty: « 
to make ime Sacrifice my felf and aff thar T have-ro his fury or humour, I grant 
indeed, thar if it were ro ſavea kind Father's life, a Son may be'obliged to ven- 
ture, nay lay down his life to perform ir; but I-deny, that even for ſuch a Fa- 
ther, he hath a Right ro give up the lives of others which are not athis diſpoſal 
(as thoſe of his Wife and Children are not) in this cafe, For this were not on- 
ly to return mbre then was firſt given, buraiſe to pay debrs with thar whith is 
not my own ; and-w-give up their lives, #nd' ler *my (Father take them awa 
is all one, if I can hinder it, qui non-probritt fatit.. Then as for the Relatjon'or 
a Father, which you fay «no'faulr of his" can obliterate-or-deftyoy!, you" cull 
grant thar' it may be' ed for'a tirfie, as'whena Man binds;' Sr refefts His 
mad or drunken' Father who would kill him, or his Wife or Children, he doth 
not do it to the Father, but to the mad Man or Drunkard, and fo hkewiſe In this: 
Caſe, he doch not reſiſt his Father,' but 'a furious unfeaſonable Creature, who Is 
ſo far from behaving hinvelf as becomes a' Father, that he ' doth not a& like a 
Man : .Nor doth your Maxine hold-trae in all Caſes, #nd therefore js no: Law 
of Neture, for Fara Sanguinis alique: deliftd #irimi prſſunt, ' or'eHea Father conld: 
never 'put his Son' to-death for:ahy crime” whatever, whith you have affirmed 
he may ;. bur certainly when he a&Qs'thus; iris'not'ss a Father, ndr doth he de- 
firoy im as a Son, but an Enemy or Malefaor, © + [1E4 252k "HID} 22 
Now TI deſire you or any indifferent Man to confider, fince the common. 
good of Mankind is the ſum of all the Laws of Nature, nd the great rule by 
which-they are'td be'tryed, . which rule is to be preferted, and eonduces more 
thereunto whewthey-cannoticonfiftar once or togerher. 'That a Father,  whb by 
your own confeſſion, comes'to'do ian mnlawfal wicked a&ion; (v4. to rhine 
and deftroy his Son, with his Wife and Children, ſhould'be reſiſted, and con- 
ſequently :one-Mans/life put in' hzzard, then that-many irmocetit Perſons fhiu 
be rutned, and perhaps flatved rodeathffor want of food arid ſhelter. and as: 
for the fifrh Commandment, that extends no'more to the 'Father than to the 
Mother; th6-you are'pleaſed to leave her onr, 'becabſe jt makes againſt 'your o- 
pinion-:.' and rherefore if by Honour, 1s meatit,' Thou ſhalt not reſrſt, rhen no Man 
thould. reſiſt his Mocher'atiy more that? his' Father; if the went abonr to ki 
him, and yer not the Mother, but: the 'Futfier; is Sy yout Myportieiis, the” nata- 
ral Monarch' that hath: this- Power of Life #hd Deach-over the*Son; | But Tet vs 
purſue this point. no farther, if 5ouwwIſl'not be totvincedT cannot help it; © | 
But pray tell rhe now, what @ S6n' mult do;! if his Farher rranſported by fu- 
ry and-malice ſhould go 4bour eo killhimn wins Sword or other 'Weapon, and 
that he hath no 'orher way left ro ſave his life; neither by intreary nor flight, 
(which T'granm ought to be done if poflible,) whether he may fefiſt his F dther 
with whar next comes to band, of fafter himifelf ro-he killed 2 © ff 
M. Tam much'herrer ſarifyed #h this Caſe than in" the other, that he pnght- 
rather'to/jethis Father take away his Tife than! r&fiſt him, ſince here'is but one 
life ro be loft, whereas, I confeſs,” the other-Cafe was harder, becauſe there 
were more hives concerned than the Sons, and 1 am of this opinion partly for 
the ſame reaſons as before, andpartly becauſe 'ris more ſuitable both to Reaſon, 
and the Law of Nature, as alſo ro Holy Scripture, Preceprs and Examples ; For 
4f St," Percy command, Servants to be 'SubjeF to their Maſters, &c. not only to 
the good-acd gentle, 'bur alſo to the froward: And if 'Seryatirs, mach more 
boy. Sons, 
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Sogs, who owe their Fathers a higher. duty and obedience, than Servans can 
Owe their, Maſters ; and. [acc A map, / thac bis Father Abrabem had 
Power ovcr his life; that chd he. was aJufty young Man, and coald carry Wood 
enough co conſuine a Buruc-offcring, yet do-we not find, thar he offered in the 
leaſt co refiſt his Father, whes he was. abour co bind him ro be Sacrificed : 
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the Right of the Son to refift him dorh take place. Ard if a Min may refift, 
or bind his Farher when he 1s mad or drank, 27d in ſuck: firs pocth abour 16 
kill him, IT can ſce nothing to the contrary why he may nordo the ſame thing, 
when his Father is tranſported by a ſudden rage or unreaſonable malice, fince 
both of chem do take away the ufe of natural Reafon as much rhe one as tl:e 0- 
ther, according to thac ſaying of the Poet, Ira faror brevis eft, Anger :£ bur a 
ſhorr madneſ:: fury and malice being alike fatal and deſtrvRive io the Sons 
life and fafery, with drunkenneſs and madneſs ; nor doth ſuch a Son refiſt his 
Paternal Power, but only his brurtſh force and violence. So that if Sons (when 
grown to years of diſcretion) have nor a Right ro defend their lives in rhe Stare 
of Nature againſt all Perſons whatſoever, who go about to rake 1c away without 
any juſt Cauſe, every Son ought to fuffer his Facher ro kill him, when ever 
being rranſporred by madneſs, crumkenneſs or ſudden paſſion, he hath a will 
ro do : which how 1t can conſiſt wich that great Law of Nature, of propagating 
and preſerving the ſpecies of Mankind, it a Father ſhould have ſuch an unrca- 
ſonablc unlimited Power, Tle leave it to your (elf or any, other reaſonal!e Man 
ro conſider ; nor doth ir follow, that becaufe a: Son can in no wile be Supe- 
riour to his Father, he ought not therefore to refiſt him; ſince thd | 
I grant puniſhment 1s a Right of Superjours over their Inferiours, - P. n. A. 
yet ſo is not refiſtance ; ſince every one knows that reſiſtance js exer- 

ciſed between equals, as I have already proved Sons are to their Fathers in alt 
the Righrs of life and ſelf preſervation : and conſequently to judge when their 
Lives and Eftates are unjuſily invaded. 

M. 1 muſt confeſs I am tn a great doubt which will moſt conduce to rhar 
great Law you mention, (which I' grant to be the ſum of all the Laws of Na- 
rure) vrz. of preſerving or proſecuting the common good of Mankind ; thar 
Fathers ſhould have an abſolute irrefiſtible Power over the Lives and Fortunes 
of their Children, ler them uſe 1t how they will, or elſe that Children ſhould 
have a Right 'to reſiſt them; in ſome caſes, when they go about to take away 
either of them without any juft Cauſe : For th6-T own, that (if the former Prin- 
ciple be rrue) Parents may be ſometimes rempred to take away their Childrens 
Lives or Eftaces wjthourt any juſt Cauſe; fo on the other ſide if Children ſhalt 
aſſume ſuch a Power to themſelves of judging when their Fathers do thus go 
about, to invade either their Lives or Eſtares, it will (T doubr) lay a founda- 
tion for horrid confufions and diviſions in Families, fince if Children are under 
a conſtant ſnbjeion ro their Fathers, they ought then to be abſolutely Subje&t 
ro them 1n the State of Nature, and therefore ought not to be reſiſted: For if 
all Fathers, and Maſters of Families, are truſted by God with an abfolute Power 
of Life and Death over the Wife, Children, and Servants of the Family, as 
your (elf cannor deny, then no reſiſtance of this abſolute Power can ſubfiſt with 
the peace and tranquility of that Family, without the diminution or total de- 
ſiruRion, of that abſolure Power, with which they are intruſted:; 

And tho I admit that Parents ought neither to uſe nor ſell their Children for 
Slaves, nor to take away ejther their Lives or Goods withour great and ſufficient 
Cauſe : yet of theſe Cauſes Fathers in the State of Nature muſt be the only and 
uncontrolable Judges ; ſince if Children (whom I ſtill confider as Subje&s, th6: 
not as Slaves in this State, as long as they continue members of their Farhers 
Family,) ſhould once have a Right to reſiſt, when they thought ther Lives os 
Eſtates were unjuſtly 1nvaded ; they might alſo oftentimes through undutyful- 
neſs or falſe ſuggeſtions pretend or ſuppoſe thar their Fathers were mad, drunk. 
OT- 
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-or-4n 4 paſſion, and went abourto rake away their Lives, . when: really they in- 
read no ſuch thiog, but gnly 22 give them due corretion: Which would give 
Children an unnatural power of reſiſting, or perhaps of killing their Fathers upoa 
falſe ſurmilſes or Night occaſions. . .. 

And as this woald introduce | a miſchicf aud confuſion, in private Fami- 
lies, ſo would itlikewife prove a Foundation of Rebellion againſt all Civil Powers 
whatſoever ; if Sabjets who are the ſame thing 1n a Kingdom, that Chuld:en 
arc. in a Family, (in the. State of Naturc) ſhould take: upon them to reiiſt 
their Prince when ever they.thipk he goerh about to 1nvade either their Lives 
ar Ferrunes, which would likewiſe ferve to juſtify all. the moſt harrid Rebellions 
in the World ;. ſince all Rebels whatſocyer may or do pretend, that their Lives, 
Liberties and Fortunes are unjuſtly invaded,, when 1ndeed they arc nor, and 
lixewiſe upon rhe leaſt hardſhip.or injuſtice in this kind, infliaed vpon any'pri- 
vate Subjca, eirher by the Prince or his Miniſters, (which abuſes and violeaces 
do ofiena happen even under the beft Governments, ) any ſuch private Perſon 
who {hall think himſelf thus injured, may upon this principle take up Arms, 
and endeavour to right or defend himſelf againſt ſuch violence, by which 
mens under pretence of ſecuring a few Men. in their Lives or Eftaces, whole 
Rigs (if ſuch Perſons can find followers enough) may be caſt into all the 
miſchtefs and confuſions of a Civil War,. till the Prince and Government be quice 
deſtroyed., . 

F. j muſt confeſs, the Arguments you. now bring are the beſt you have vert 
produced, fince they are drawn from that great and cercain Law of procuring 
the common good and peace of Mankind. Bur, I hope, I ſhall make it plain 
to you, rhat no ſuch terrible conſequences will follow from the Principles I have 
already. laid down, and mins muſt firſt rake notice thar you have in your 
anſwer confounded two Powers together, which ought to be diilltinguiſhed in rhe 
State of Nature, ( viz.) The Power which Fathers, as Maſters or Heads of Fa- 
wilies, may exerciſe over the Lives of their Children. or Servants whilſt they re- 
main Members of their Family; and that reverence and duty which Children 
muſt always owe. their Fathers. as long as they live, even afier: they become 
Fathers or Maſters of Families of their own, In the firſt State, I have already 
allowed, that ſuch Fathers, as Maſters of Families may Lawfully exerciſe a far 
greater: Power over their Children,, whilſt chey are members. of their Family, 
than.they can-when they are ſeparated from it, yet is not this Power in- all Ca- 
ſes abſolute or irrefiſtible, as I/have already, proved ;. and therefore I do in the 
firſt place reſtsazn this Right of (elf defence, only to ſuch Caſes, where a- Father 
would: take away-aSops life ina. firof drunkenneſs, madneſs or ſudden paſſhon, 
without any crime commitred or juſt cauſe give: which Ialſo limit to @ bare 
ſelf defence, without mjuring or taking awaythe life of the Father if it can poſſi- 
bly. be avoided;; and in-this Caſe-if the Son,, who 1s ike toſuffer this violence, 
may not judge when his lite. 1s really in danger to-be deſtroyed, becauſe he may 
preread for when really 1tis not. | Thats 15. no juſt reaonto overthrow ſo.great a 
Bight as lf Preſegvation;; fince if this were aſufficiem objeRion, it would have 
tie ſame force againſt all ſcif defence whauſecvee : For:14 duth ofrea- happen 
that wicked-and unreaſonable Men will-pretench that-they were forced to. take 
avay, the lives of others only to preſerve their own, when indecd it was altoge- 
cher fic and.needlels, and:they on!y killed theny to {aysfy their own malice or 
palion. Andiherefore, as there is no reaſon tac the abuſe of this natural Right 
ſhould be uſcd as an Argument againſt rhe uic of all-4c}t defence by any. Man 

what- 
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whatſoever. ' So likewiſe neither ought the like' abuſe thereof by ſome. wicked 
Chifdren. ro be brought as an Argumene againft its being made uſe of at all by 
others, who are never ſo unjuſtly affaulted, and in danger of their Lives from 
their Fathers violence. If rhe firft principle be true, (on which'chisits founded ) 
char a Son my exerciſe this Right of (elf defence in fuch Caſes, withour any 
increnchmenr upon his Fathers Paternal Authority, or chat Fihal Guty and re- 

which he muſt allways owe- him when ever he rerurns tohimſelf, and will 
behave himſelf rowards him as becomes a Farhzr, and nor like ati' Eneniy or 
Cur-throat. 

And as for the quarrels and confuſions, which you alledge may happen in 
Families between Fathers and Children, in cafe fuch a l1>erry ſhould he allow- 
ed, thoſe inconvenjencies- will prove very inconfiderable if you pleaſe to take- 
Notice. Thar firſt I do mor allow this Right of reſiſtance ro be exerciſed by any 
Children before they attain ro yearg of diſcretion. *' Secondly, thar. after they 
have atraified ro theſe years, no reſiſtance oughr' to be mide againſt a Father 
whilſt they remain part of their Fathers Family, bur only, in defence of their 
own, their Mothers, Wives, 2nd Chiidrens Lives; ſince grant, thar a Son as 
long as he continues a member of his Fathers Family,cught to beftow all his own 
12hour for his Fathers profir, and cannot acquire 'atiy- property either in Lands 
or Goods withour his Fathers conſent : 'And {ince' you'tonceive this Right of (eff 
defence, if allowed to Children,would be the cauſe*gf {> great wifchiets in Faini- 
lies, if Children ſhould have any Right ra judge when rherr Fathers abuſed ehetr 
power over them ; ler us a lictle conſider on which tide this abuſe 1s moſ? ſikely 
to happen, for if you pleaſe but to look into the World, and-furvey the Nature 
of Farhers' arid Children, and ſer the faults of the'one 2painit the orher, you 
will find, (that as T cofifeſs,)-1t-is the Nature of many Childretrro co tradidt 3rd 
diſobey their Farhers Commands, and” that 'moft Young Pebple hare reffraine, 
atid love too much liberty, and! may ofrentimes'think the Fathers to Harſh or 
ſevere to them, when 'really theyare not;- yet doth ſuch falſe ſurmies and'difſ- 
obedient a&ions ſeldom end, either in abſ(olare refiftance” or raking a'vay their 
Fathers lives by force, (or if they do-fo, 4t is reallydone for their own-dtefence, 
or whillt they are afftaſted by thenyin their own T.ves;' of thoſe” of tHeir Chit 
dren;-burt is commynly acted privately r0-ntis6 their 'olwn tefehge oF milice 
which'T hokd'ts be atterly ufflawful 3-{o-HkewRelet'us tohfider 27% 1601) 757 4 
on the ther fide, thoſe'temprations that Fathers" lye-uiider' of 'P./}. fp; 47. 
injuring their Children, or raking away their' Lives, of ufing Se 
them like Slaves, without any juſt Cauſe ; you'll find that they by reaſon of their 
age, ndtura} temper or\infirmities;' may be eaſily tranſportedto rhat 'devoree of 
- paſſion, thar not conſidering the'folliesof Youth; they may oftentimes tn'th 
paſſion, either beat them fo-craelly, as utterly ro dfſable 'r mamothem, 

elſe rake away their Livesfor little of no Cauſe. And beſides, Fathers being of- 
ten covetous and 1-natuted, (which are the vices of old age,) may (where 
rhere 15 no Power over them to reſtrajn them from it) either keep them as Slaves 
rheinſelves; or elſe ſel] them to others for that purpoſe, (as I have already given 
you. an example of the Neproes tt Africa, and which of theſe two in-onve- 
nfencies are moſt likely ro happen herween Childrewand Parents in rhe Stzre of 
Nature; T ſhould leave ir to any indifferent Man to judge berjveen' vs; *-And 
therefore I think, it more conduces to the good and peaceof 'Famili-s, and con- 
{quently the happineſs and preſervarjon of Mankind, (which are: the end of 
all Laws) thzt Children ſhou'd he allowed theſe Rights (1 have already !aid dowr) 
I of 
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of aſſerting their Natural Liberty fram Slavery, and defending: their Lives, and: 
thoſe of their Wives and Children from the unjuſt violence of their Fathers, 
than that they ſhould be lefe ws... $4 cheic diſpoſal to be maimed, killed or 
ruined, when ever their covete or malice may prompt them to 
tt: Since if all Fathers were ſarisfied that their Children have a Right thus to 
defend themſelves in theſe Caſes againſt their unjuſt: violence, it would be a 
means to make them a& more cautiouſly, and robehave themſelves with greater- 
tenderneſs and moderation towards them.. 

So that ro conclude, TI utterly deny that theſe Principles T have here laid: 
down, do art all tend. to-countenance Rebellion, or.raifing diſturbances in Civil 
Governments, ſince I cannot allow you have proved Parents: to be Princes or 
Monarchs 1n the State of Nature, or that Families, and Kingdoms or. Common- 
wealths are all one: or if I ſhould grant them to be ſo, yer would it not there- 
fore follow, chat every private Subje&. in a: Civil State hath the ſame Right to 
defend his life, or that of his Wife and Children, againſtthe violence or injuſtice 
of the Supream Powers, as a Son may have in the State of Nature to defend 
his life, @5c. againſt his. Fathers rage or violence ;.fince I grant no particular 
Subje& can contradi& 'or refiſt the Supream Power of the Lawſul Magiſtrate 
(however unjuſtly exerciſed) by, force, withour diſturbing or at leaſt cndan- 

ring the quiet and happineſs of the whole Community, and perhaps the diffo- 
ution of the Government ir ſelf, which is againſt the duty, not only of a good 
Subje, bur alſo of an honeſt Moral Man,. who: will nordiſturb the publick-rran- 
quility. for his own private ſecurity or reverge. Bur: in. private. Families the 
Caſe 1s otherwiſe, and Children may reſiſt their Father in the Caſes already 
Put, wichour introducing cicther Anarchy or Civil War in the Family , ſince it 
can (carce,be-prefumed rhas either their:Worher, Brothers or Siſters, will take 
part. with a Son, or-Brother againſt their Huſband and: Father, unleſs it were 
that. they might: thereby hinder him from commuring murder, by defendin 
wen Son or Brothers lite, when thus-violently and withous cauſe aſlaulced.;, and | 
If it ſhould ſomerimes happen otherwiſe, yet this would be a much leſs miſchief, 
then that our of this fear the Lives, ang Libercics of an-inngcent- Wife and Chil- 
dren,. ſhould ſuffer without; cauſe by hiy druokenneſs or paſſion. 

But, as for the reſiſtance which-Sons- may. make in the State of Nature, and 
when ſeparated from their Fathers -Familics, it.is of a much laeger extent ſince 
they. may then not only.defend cheir own lives, -bug alſo thoſe: of their Wives 
and Children with their-Eſtates-againſt their Fathers.unjuſt violence. Th& I do. 
here likewiſe reſtraza this ſelf-defence, only co caſes of aQual, invaſion or aſlaulr 
of ſuch Fathers, upon the Lives and Eſtates of. his Children; in, which caſes, I 

abſolutely condemn all aRians. and. proceedings done by way of prevention, 
before ſuch violence or afſaulr is aRually begun to-be made upon them 3. much 
tcfdol allow.of any revenge or rerurn of evil for-evil, by fuch-Children, when : 
the danger. is over ; fince however ſuch revenge may: be-Lawful between Per- 
ſons in. the State of Nature, no ways related or obliged to <ach others yet do. 
Tby no means allow the ſame Priviledge to Children againſt their Pacents, fince. 
T look.upon. the obligation. they have to them to be of-ſ{o high, a Nature, thac- 
ix can-never tocally. be cancelled, rhd in thoſe caſes of ſelf-prefervarion. and de-. 
fence they may be ſaſpended:for-a.rime. Asif-I owed my life, and all that I have 
zo fome great Perſon, who hath either ſaved the. one, or- beſtowed the orher 
upon rc, th 1ſhould 1be very undutifal and ungrateful roo, if upon his be- 
coming Wy Enemy th&without any juſt cauſe, I ſhould go abour to return his 
i0juries-. 
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{#njuries inthe fame kind ; yer were T not therefore obliped to give up that Life 
and Eſtare he had before beſtowed upon me, when ever he OE fic, wirh- 
out any juſt occaſion to rake them away'; and I am confident that Reſiſtance in 
theſe caſes, and with theſe reſtri&ions, doth neither derogate from that Grati- 
rude and Piety, which Children always ought to pay their Fathers, nor yer cat! 
tend to encourage either Anarchy or Rebellion; ſince ſuch Sons when onoc 
married and are become Maſters or Heads of Families themſelyes, they then 
ceaſe to be-under their Fathers SubjeRion as hy were bcfore,th$ I confely they 
are always to honour and reverence him according to Gods Command in all ca- 
ſes, when they will deal wirh them as Fathers and not as Encmies. 
M. I ſhall no lonper diſpute this Right of Reſiſtance in Children in'the Caſes 
you have pur, fince 1 (cer 15 ro little purpoſe to argue Topger with you aboyr 
#3 but this much T think is ſhil crue, that all Supream Powers whatever, cannor 
without Rebellion and abſolute diflolution of the Government be refiſted by the 
Subje& ; ſo thar if the Government of Fathers or Heads of Families be Supream 
-as you ſcem to grant, that cannot be reſiſted neither, without bringing all things 
therein to Anarchy and confuſion. h 
F. Pray give me leave Sir to interrupt-you a lirtle; I defire you to remember 

that I do-not altow the Power of Fathers or Maſters of Families to. be any more 
then Occonomical and not Civil Power, and I have, already ſhewed you how 
Reſiſtance of ſuch a Pawer, when violencly and unjuſtly; exerciſed, may be re- 
ſiſted wirhout any Anarchy or confaſion in the Family ; bur as for Reſiſtance af 
Civil Powers in ſome Caſes, it is not the ſubje& of this diſcourſe, and there- 
fore I defire you would now mind the ſubje& in Hand, and nar paſs off to an 
other till we have diſpatche this, ſo that T would rather if you have any fre 
objeRions rs make, that you would now do It, becauſe it graweth laje- 

2. 1 muſt confeſs ingenioufly, your Arguments haye. much flaggered me, 
NMnceT ſee great inconiveniencies may happen on either. fide} for if the Father 
or Maſter may be the ſole Judge, when and how he.may exerciſe this abſolute 
Power, I grant all thoſe miſchiefs may ſometimes fall our, which. you have here 
fer forth, ſo on the other ſide if the Children may be Judges in ther wn caſe, 
thoſe evils may often happen, whych I have already alledged : And therefore 


pray'pardon-me, if Tam nor coo _hafty in lkeripg my opmipn in this pojne 
vichonr berter confders 00.3 bu monly hu Mare at yer: ally anfurned 
one of my main Arguryenyes,, ro pfore the Power of Life and Death to proceed 


tk 
from God alone, and there I have, been - conferred ar firſt on. Adam, 
finee no Man hath a Power over - is own life, Co Te before 'and therefore 
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 F, Tchought T had already as good 4s anſwer iso Nani when 
T hd yicded ro you, tat nicer iſvare Mow nar Mallerp gt Fumis hve any 
Right to defend their own hives, touch lely ig.t- FE SNFYORoHt of thers, - bur. 
Ar 1s granted them by God in the Law of Nature, 1n order. to the ing « 
great end of ir, v7z. the happineſs and propagation of Mankind, which I own, 
could nor in this lapſed and depraved State of Nature we now are iv, lo 
Þbſift wichout ſuch a Power. Yet I think I have already. ſufficiently ach 
that we have no need 'to recur to I know,nor: what divine Charter granted by. 
God ro Aidan: or ang rpm tem Jerivcd, ÞÞ all _0f Magitreres ehas oy 
have been'or ſhall be m' the World,” the conſequence of mhieh would be, thar 
no Sentence of Death could be juſtly given againſt any Map, bur i ſech-King- 
doms or Common-wealths, who own this Authority as conferred 'on them by 
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Sad in Adam or Nob, from which. they muſt derive their Title. to-it,./ Now 
'1 defire you would ſheiy me how many. Kipgdoms ;ar:-Commonevealrhs these 
are 10. rhe World, who ever heard of, much lf. owned this Livine Charrex, 
this fine.norjon, yea ſcarce reaching farther , than ſome few Divines and- ugh 
Royaliſts of our own If}zud. 

But be it as it will, the Antecedent, or firſt Propoſition 1s not true, that no 
Man 1n 2ny caſe vhartoever, hath power gycs his, Gen life, and eherefare-ne1- 
ther js yoo conſequence ;.fOr, [ fuppoſes: af Sha bx. the. ſame cad for. which the 
"Civil Powe s ay take, avay, anotner ife, ,v22.. in ocder to. the greater 
"geod 'of Mankind, (of which .my Religion or Countrey. is a parr,) I am like- 
wiſe Maſtcr of my own, and may lay. it down or expoſe it, when I think it 
can, condice to a greater good than my fingle life can amountto. , And there- 
fore the example of Codrius rhe SOPs King is highly celebraced by all ancienc 
NIE, 5 and is, nor condermne d by any Chriſtian Wricer, .that,I know of; for 

ſg hieielf : 0 certain th ro gain his Citizens. the, Vitory, the loſs of 
wn ch'would hive Vcen the ruine of that State, Aud in the firit Book of Mac- 
m_—_ _— 5. 43. (which <6 ir be nor Canonical Scripture, yer is allowed 
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M., Well, 1 confeſs,. that this that you have now ſaid carries. ſome colour of 
"reaſon 'with it, and is more thin'f had cenfidered before. But pray refolve. me 
one difficulty more, which, fall lzes upon my mind. Ey whit Authority, lcfs 
than a Divige Conmittian from God himſcif revealed 1a Scriprure, do Sypream 
Powers rzke upon them ro make Laws? And that under no lefs penalty than 
Death ir ſelf, againit ſuch off. nces, as by the Laws of Nature co no ways de- 
'ferve Death, ſuch as Thefr, Counterfitihg the publick Coyn, with divers oiher 
"offences, necd!cfs hereto be reckoned up. And if a Father (as 'you will not 
alfow him) hach no Right: over the Lives or P<rfons of his Wife and Clyldien, 1 
cannot ſee how a Maſter of a ſcparate' Family can have atly ſuch Vower, more 
than his. Mate or ary other of rhe Farrilv ; and the Scriprure (cems xp coun; 
- renance this Power of piinifſhirg for Murder,.to be in any chat will cake ir upon 
them, and therefore you'fee Cain, laid, whoever meets me will ſliy me. 20d 
God tells Noah, wiozver ſheddeth Mans Bod, by Man ſhall his Blacd be ſhe, 
- without reſtraining it to any Man particularly. who is ro do ir. 7 hpet 
F. This ObjeRion is eaſily anſw-red,' if vou pl-aſe to conſider, what you your 
ſelf did a good while ſihce nrge tro me, that God endowed 44am with fo much 
Aurhority, as ſhould enabl: him to govern his own Family and Childien as long 
as he lived 3 which T readily grant-d4 you, and I only differcd in. rhe manner 
of irs derivarion, you 8tlirming it to proceed from a Divine Charter gr Grant, 
by Revelation conferred upon *him by God, and 1 maintaining, that both he 
and ev-ry other Maſter of a ſeparate Family, .derive it only. from Gods Natural 
and not Revealed Law, which if it be well proved, ſuch Maſtcrs of Famihes, 
as a!fo all Civi! Powers {wbom T ſuppote to be endued with the Power of all ſuch 
Mafters of Families or Frecmen raken together) may for the ſame end, (477,) 
the good Governmenr, and Peace of their Families and Commonwealihs, make 
'Laws under" no leſs a Penalty than Dearh'it ſelf, againſt ſoch offences as by the 
Laiy of Nature do nor. deſerve ir, ſince without ſuch z,Power (the wit kedntt 
'of Man heing come to this height ir is) no Family or Commonwealth, could,be 
long preſerved in Peace or fifety. And therefore, I ſuppoſe you will not affirm, 
bur that ſucha Maſter of a Family, may very well infli& any puniſhment leſs 
than Dearth for ſuch offences. which 1f they find roo gentle to amend thoſe 
crimes, they may hikewiſe for the fame reaſon encreaſe thepuniſhments ordain- 
ed for jr. And therefore,” IF yield, char rh&” Theft doth nor ſn'ics'own Nature 
deferve Dearth, yer if the Maſter cf ſuch a ſeparate Family ſhall find his Ctit- 
dren or Servants to be ſo addifted to this vice, as not ro be amended by any leſs 
puniſhments than Death, he may, for the quiet of his Family, 'make a general 
Law, that whoſoever for the furure ſhall commir Theft, ſhall ſuffer Death ; and 
I dovbt nor, but ſuch a Law when promulged, may be Lawfully executed, 
fince this Maftcr of a Family is intrufted by God with the ſole-Power of judging, 
nor only what 'are crimes, but alſo* what are fir puniſhments for rhem, fince 
both are alike nereſſary fhr the hippineſs and preſervation of the Family. And 
I fo far agree with you, that ſuch Mafters of Families, have as much Power over 
the Lives of their Children and Servants, as the moſt abſolute Monarchs have over 
their Subjes, that 1s, for their common good, and no farther, And upon the 
ſame Printiples, do all Rings and Common-wealths infliQ” capital pumſhments 
for in Tranſgrcflion of all, ſuch Lays, as do any* way entrefch vpon che:'com- 
mon Aveveſt and ſafety of their People; and, apon this ground,” they may juſt- 


bur a ſort of Thefr from the publick Treaſure: of the Commonwealth, T_ 
MOD 3t{-4 ST the 


62 Bibliotheca Politica. 


the ſame may be ſaid for all capital puniſhments ordained z2gaioft other offer» 
ces of the ſame Nature. | 
M. If Fathers or Maſters of Families are endued by God,(as you your ſclf now 
own,) not only with this Power of Life and Death, for enormous crimes a- 
gainſt the'Laws of Nature, bur alſo to make new Laws, or ordain whar punifh- 
ments rhey pleaſe for ſuch offences, as they ſhall judge deſtruRive to the quiere 
and happineſs of therr Familics, I-ſce-no difference (norwithftanding whar yau 
. lave hicherto (aid to the contrary) between Occonomical and 
F. P,c. I. $.10. Civil Power. For if we compare the Natural Rights of a Fa- 
ther or Maſter, with thoſe of a King or Monarch, we ſhall find 
them aſl one without any difference at all, bur ovly tn the laticude or extent of 
them. For as the Father or Maſter over one Family : So a King, as a Father 
or Maſter over maby Families, extends his care to Preſerve, Feed, Cloath, Iy- 
ſtrut, and Defend the whole Commonwealth; his War , his Peace, his 
Courts of Juſtice, and all his As of Soveraignity, tend only to preſerve and 
diftribute to every Subordinate, and Inferior Father ard his Children, their 
Righrs and Priviledges. Hath a Monarch Power to make new Laws, and ap- 
igt what puniſhments he will to enforce their Obſervation? So alſo hath a 
ather of a Family. Hath an abſolute Prince Power to command or diſpoſe of 
the Goods and Eſtates of his SubjeRs, for their common quier and fccurity? 
So alſo hath a Father or Maſter of a Family. So that all che Duties of a King, 
are ſummed up in this Univerſal Fatherly care of his People z and if the Sove- 
raignty be the ſame, I cannot ſee any Reaſon, why the Rights and Prerogatives 
of it ſhould not be ſo too. And therefore, if non reſiſtance againſt rhetr Au- 
thoriry, be an unſeparable Prerogative of Soveraign Power, then if a Father or 
Maſter of a Family be enducd with 1t, he ought no more te be reſiſted, than 
:the-moſt abſolute Monarch. | 
F. I perceive your Head Is very full of this Notion ef the Tdentity of Natu- 
ral and Civil Power, or elſe you woul1 never infift ſo long upon it as you do, 
after what I hayeproved to the contrary, And therefore, ſince I ſee you look 
upon this as your cropping Argument ; I ſhall do my endeavour to ſhew you 
.more plainly the difference berween them. For tho I grant, that ſuch Fathers 
or Maſters of Families, (as we here . treat of,) are endued by God with divers 
Powers, Which arc Analogous, or perhaps the ſame with thoſe of a Kivg or 
Monarch, that is, of defending their Famulics as far as they are able from For- 
.reign force and Domeſtick injuries, and .of revenging and puniſhing all offences 
that may prove prejudicial or deſtruR&ive to the Peace and Happineſs of their 
Families. yer doth it not therefore follow, that the Government of private 
Families and Kingdams are all one, ſince they differ very much, nor only in 
their Toſticution, bur alſo ip their end. For firſt, the Fatherly Power by the 
Law of Nature, 1s ordained only for the Generation and Education of the 
Children till they come to be grown up and his Authority as a Father, is or- 
dained by God anly for thaſe ends; and therefore this Relation of a Father is 
ſo inherent in him, that it cap never be parted with, or cd over to any 
other, ſo as to make the Child or Son (o afligned, ro owe the ſame duty to 
him, as he did to his Father. Ce : 
There is alſo, beſides the Power of a.Father, that of 8 Maſter, or Head of 
a Family over his Children and Servants, whilſt they continue Members or 
Subjeas of it, which Power I grant may be affigned, or made over to one, or 
more Perſons, when ever ſuch Maſter ſhall think fic to inſticure a ſt” or 
om. 
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Commonwealch : Yet, as- Dr. Sanderſon very well obſerves, this Power of « 
Maſter differs very much from that of the Civil Powers of a Kingdom or Com- 
monwealth, as well in the objeQ as end of this Power. For firſt, the Power of 
a Father is only over one fingle Family, whereas that- of a Commonwealth is 
over divers Families, united. under one Civil Head. Secondly, in reſpe& of 
the end, the Power of the Maſter is chiefly ordained for his: own intereſt and. 
advantage, but that of the Civil Power, chiefly reſpe&s the good of the whole 
People or-Community. Laſtly, the Power of the Maſter of the Family, is only 
for the maincaining. his own Natural Property, in thoſe things which he hath: 
acquired in the Stare of Nature, whereas one great end of Civil Government, is 
to introduce and eftabliſh Civil Property in things, according to the Laws of 

' the Commonwealth, and alſo co maintain it when ſo conſtituted. To conclude, 
Fathers beger their Children, and Maſters acquire to themſelves Slaves and 
Servants, but it 1s from the conſent of 'Fathers or Maſters of ſeparate Families, - 
that any ſort of Civil Government commenced at firſt, ſo that the People at firſt: 
made Kings, and not Kings the People : And further, it is the duty of Fathers 
and Maſters co provide for: their Children and Servants, but the People ought to - 
provide for their Kings, not only for their. neceſfities, but for their Magnifi-- 
cence and Grandeur 5 ſo that the Power of Fathers and Maſters is Natural, 
whereas that of Kings and Republicks is Political and Artificial, as proceeding : 
from compacts or the conſents of divers Heads of Families or other Free-men, 
Ard as Kingdoms and Families differ in the manner. of their Inſtitution, ſo do: 
they likewiſe in their ends, which is of a far larger excent in the latter than in- 
the former, the main deſign of inſtituting Kingdoms and Commonwealths, be- 
ing not only ro defend their Subjes from ſuch injuries: or violence that they. 
may do each other, bur chiefly by their united: Forces, to Guard them from 
the violence and invaſion of Foreign Enemies. A 

Fortho I grant, it may ſomerimes happen, thar a Family'may conſiſt of ſo - 
great a number of Children, Servants or Slaves; as may make a little Army, 
ſach as Abraha's was when he made War againſt the tour Kings, yet is this 
purely accidental, and nor at all efſencial to the being of a Family, which is as: 
perfe& in all its conſtituted parts, if ir confſifts of three or: four Perſons, as of- 
three or four hunJred. Whereas a Kingdom or Commonwealth cannot ſubſiſt, 
unleſs it can cither by its own Power, or united Forces, defend its Members. 
from Foreign Force and Invaſions: So alſo in-private Families, in the State 
of Nature, there can be no property acquired in Lands or Goods by any Mem- 
ber of it, without the Maſters expreſs will or permifſion. Bur in all Civil Go- 
vernments,.the very inſtitution and preſervation of Civil Property was one of: 
its chiefeſt ends, which may eafily be proved by experience : Since in all Na- 
tions, where there-is any Property either in Lands or Goods, there is a necefſi-- 
ty of ſome Civil Government to maintain it. Whereas in divers parts of Africa - 
and America, where there is nodiſtin& property in Land, and where there are. 
no other Riches, than every Man's ſmall Cottage and Garden, with their Hunt-- 
ing and Fiſhing Inſtruments, there 1s no need of any Common or Civil Power: 
over them, higher than-thar of Maſters or Fathers of 'Families, who own nd - 
Superioricy among themſelves; unleſs it be when they go tro War, and then 
they chuſe vut of their own Numbers for their Captains or Leaders, thoſe whom 
they know to be ſtouteſt and moſt experienced, whoſe Power determines as 
ſoon as the War ceaſes. 

But to make an end of this long Diſcourſe, ſnppoſe, 1 ſhould grant. all you: 

Can: 
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Can defire,” that Oeconomical anti Civil Government do not differ in kind, but 
Infargeneſs or extent, yet will it not follow, that therefore it muſt be in all Ca- 
ſes irrefiftible, ſince T think T am able ro prove, that no Power whatever (cx 
cept that of God himſelf, can be endued with rhis Prerogarive) 1f once it goes 
abour ro fruſtratey/ and defiroy all the main ends of Government, ( viz.) the 
lappinefs and faſery of the SubjeRts, either by doivnright deſtroymg of them, 
or elle by! reducing them ro a ccudirjon of: Slavery and Miſer y, as.the 'Grear 
Turk uſes his Chriſtian-Subje&s. But roler you ſee, TI would deal fairly with 
vou. I will diſcourſe rhis pojnr of Adam's Soveraignity-no farther, but will ac 
preſent rake ic as che Lawyers ſay, de bene efſe, or for granted, and I defire you 
would ſhew me in the next-place when Adam dyed. by what Law, ether Dt- 
vine or Natural, Cain or Seth « chuſe which you will) could 'command over all 
che rett of his Brethren and their Deſcendants. And then again, it-you could 
do this; whar52nefit this DoRtrine-would yield to all Princes and Scates-at this 
day, or how vu inter: d ro deduce Title for them from Adam or Nah, or any 
cf rheir Soris io their reſpettive Kingdoms, and cotſequently to an abſolure 
Sulrje&ion of theic Subje&s, withour which all your Hyporhelis will fignifte 
nothing. 

 M. I muſt return you thanks'Sir for your candid dealing, and for che greac 
Pains you have taken ro'ceniighten my undefftanding inthe important queijiion; 
Ard tho I doubt, you have {aid down Principles not to ſuitablero Gods Will re- 
vealed inthe Holy Scripture, yet I will notimpure jr co any, want of finceriry ; 
your {elf, who I hope, are fatisfied of the cruch of what you have maintaiged; 
to on the other 1ide, I deſire you not to take it 1, if I cannor leave my own 
optnion, which I have always hitherto lookt upon, as moſt ſuitable 'ro the Do- 
Qrine of the Church of England, ro the Pragice of the Primitive Church, and 
ro the Laws of tie Land, and muſt continbe therein, till I am convinc'd I am 
im an/Errour. © Burfince I defire to have a further Converſation with you upon 


this izportant Subject, pray let me know, when we ſhall meer again, that I - 


may prove to you, from the Holy S:ripture 2s well as thoſe Authors, I have 
peffiled, that there is a Divine Right of Blood inſtituted by God for the  Suc- 
« defer of 'Kingdvns, which cannot without a kind of Sacriledge, or che higheſt 
Injoſtice;' be raken awey from thqRight Heirs: © 7 ol | 
-F. 1 kindly accept your profer, and if yourpleaſe {hall Diſcourſe this impor- 
rant” Queftion-with you-to Morrow In the Evening, if your Occaſions, will give 
you leave. | ; Fs X 

M. 1 expe& you between feven atid cight, and inthe mean time am your 


Sovrvaar. 
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© 7ate Trads: Beiro a further ColleTion of ſeveral Choice Treati- 
xD ſes relating to the Government z from the year 1.660. to 1.689. 
Now publifhed in a Body, 'to ſhew The Neceſſity, and clear the Legalt- 
ty of the Late Revolution, and Onr prefent Happy Settlement, under 
the Au{picions Retow of Their Majeſties, King William and Quecn 
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